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convineing evidence which had not been
brought out in previous hearings.

With this administrative policy I agree,
but I have some question as to its ap-
plicability in this case.

Mr. Katzenbach has advised that he is
keeping the matter under consideration.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the Appendix of
the ReEcorp a copy of my letter of April
11, 1962, to Attorney General Robert F.
Kennedy.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

AprIL 11, 1962,
The Honorable RoserT F. KENNEDY,
U.S8. Department of Justice,
Washington, D.C.

Re: Nicolae Malaxa.

Dear MR. ATTORNEY GENERAL: Nicolae Ma-
laxa is a Rumanian alien now residing in New
York City. I have received information
which leads me to believe that the lawful-
ness and desirability of his continued pres-

, ence in this country should be reconsidered.

Malaxa first came to this country in 1946

for a temporary visit as a member of the Ru-

economic delegation. He never re-
turned to Rumania but he later claimed to
have become an unwanted capitalist there—
despite his appointment to this trade mis-
slon and despite the fact that the Commu-
nists paid him $2,500,000 in compensation for
factories seized by the Russians and allowed
him to transfer his funds to the United
States.

In 1948, he began steps to gain perma-
nent residence under the Displaced Per-
sons Act. After hearings, the Immigration
Service made a favorable recommendation
on his application on September 26, 1951,
in an opinion by Mr. A. C. Devaney of the
Adjudications Division. Malaxa's self-serv-
ing, and at times farfetched, testimony was
believed and the contrary testimony of many
disinterested persons was rejected in instance
after instance. The recommendation failed
to recelve necessary congressional approval
and died. An attempt in Congress to ad-
just his status by joint resolution was then
unsuccessful also.

Malaxa next moved under the Immigra-
tion and Natlonality Act of 1952. He was
sole owner of Western Tube Corp., which
ostensibly planned to build a seamless tub-
ing plant in Whittier, Calif. His corporation
filed a petition seeking a first preference
quota for Malaxa on the grounds that the
corporation urgently needed his services for
building the California plant. The petition
was approved and Malaxa was admitted from
Canada as a permanent resident on Septem-
ber 26, 1953. Western Tube Corp. soon be-
came inactive. It never got beyond the or-
ganizational stages and the California plant
was not bullt. Apparently, the only objec-
tive which it achieved was to obtain per-
manent residence in the United States for
its owner.
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The apparent sham of the Western Tube
operation led the Service to attempt to ex-
clude Malaxa when he reentered the country
in December 1955, after a stay in Argentina
of almost a year. In addition to alleged
fraud in the Western Tube application,
charges were made involving Malaxa's con-
nections with the Rumanian Iron Guard
and the German Nazis prior to and during
World War IT and dealings with the Com-
munists after World War II.

The special inquiry officer found against
Malaxa on all points and ordered him de-
ported. His findings were based partly upon
refusals to answer questions asked by the ex-
amining officer concerning Malaxa's past Iron
Guard, Nazi, and Communist associations.
Malaxa contended that an examining officer
was not authorized for the hearing and that
he could only be required to submit to ques-
tioning by the special inquiry officer. The
special inquiry officer ruled that Malaxa
should answer the examining officer's ques-
tions and chose to draw adverse inferences
from Malaxa's silence rather than to pro-
pound the questions himself. As a result of
this procedural dispute, Malaxa's past was
not fully explored.

The Board of Immigration Appeals re-
versed the special inguiry officer in a split
decision, holding that the inquiry officer
could not draw inferences from Malaxa's
sllence and that he should have questioned
Malaxa Instead of relying on the examining
officer. The board expressly decided (from
a record which was obviously incomplete
because of Malaxa's silence) that Malaxa
was never affiliated with the Iron Guard,
Nazis, or Communists.

Attorney General Rogers then reviewed the
case. He agreed with the inguiry officer
that Malaxa should have responded to the
examining officer’s questions and that ad-
verse inferences properly could be drawn
from his refusal. Despite this, he affirmed
the Board's order admitting Malaxa to per-
manent residence. thus profited
from his wrongful refusal to answer gues-
tions about his past, because the only con-
sequence was that his past activities were
not fully explored for the record. It is hard
to see why a final decision was reached favor-
ably to Malaxa on factual issues which he
prevented from being fully heard. In the
courts, a comparable case would have been
remanded for a new hearing in which Malaxa
would have responded to questions by the
examining officer so that the case could be
decided from all relevant evidence.

I reallze something can be said for ter-
minating such a case once it is concluded
even if the decision was wrong, but new
evidence has been revealed which also ap-
pears to justify reopening the Malaxa case.

Malaxa has always denied alleged affilia-
tions with the German Nazis, the Rumanian
Iron Guard and the Rumanian Communists.
There has always been strong evidence
against him but I will not attempt to re-
view it here except to mention a few of the
incriminating facts concerning his connec-
tions with the terrorist Nazi Iron Guard. In
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the 1951 proceedings, the testimony of sev-
eral prominent Rumanians linked Malaxa to
the Iron Guard at the time of its January
1941 uprising when it was finally suppressed
by General Antonescu. Marion Novotny told
of seeing iron guardists enter Malaxa's home
to obtain arms reportedly stored there for use
in the revolt. Alexander Cretzinu, who was
then serving in the Rumanian foreign office,
testified that during the uprising General
Antonescu told him of learning from his
secret service and German officers that Ma-
laxa was the financial backer of the Iron
Guard. Max Ausnit, a leading Rumanian
industrialist, identified Malaxa as the Iron
Guard's financial backer at the time., This
and similar testimony was simply denied by
Malaxa and his word was accepted, as it
apparently again was by the Board of Im-
migration Appeals and Attorney General
Rogers in 1958.

Now it appears that officlal German war
documents published by the State Depart-
ment in 1960 refute Malaxa’s testimony and
confirms the testimony against him. At page
1050 of the documents on German foreign
policy appears Document 623, a secret tele-
gram dated January 8, 1941, to the German
Foreign Ministry from Fabricius, the German
Minister in Rumania. Fabricius referred
to Malaxa as “Carol’s former friend and the
present financlal mainstay of the Legion-
naires.” He added that the Legionnaires
(Iron Guard) “let this clever big industrial-
ist finance them. He has in his plants the
leader of the Legionnaire labor organization,
Gana, and there the green flags of Sima
flutter everywhere.” Of General Antonescu’s
distrust of Malaxa, Fabricius reported: “The
general * * * would like best to send Ma-
laxa and his family off to Germany in order
to get rid of them for a while. In reply to
a question from him, I told him that, if he
wished it, we would be glad to oblige him
by taking Malaxa in, since German industry
had always been on the best of terms with
him. The general considers this his only
chance of getting rid of this troublesome
schemer.”

This telegram is dated only 2 weeks before
the Iron Guard revolt which resulted in Ma-
laxa’s arrest and imprisonment by Antonescu.

I believe the prior handling of Malaxa's
case and the persuasive evidence contained
in the German war documents justifies re-
consideration. These documents may not
meet tests of legal admissibility in judicial
proceedings, but a principal reason that the
rules of evidence do not apply to immigra-
tion matters is that the issues involved are
often incapable of such proof. This reason
particularly applies in evaluating Malaxa's
connection with the Iron Guard which re-
putedly slaughtered 7,000 Rumanian Jews in
1940-41.

Taken with the other evidence against
Malaxa, the German documents appear to be
extremely Incriminating. I wurge you to
reconsider the case in this light.

Sincerely yours,
EsTEs KEFAUVER,
U.S. Senator.

SENATE

Saturpay, OcroBer 13, 1962

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
and was called to order by the President
pro tempore.

Bishop W. Earl Ledden, Wesley Theo-
logical Seminary, Washington, D.C,
offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, who hast sustained our
lives to see yet another day which Thou
hast made, we look to Thee for wisdom
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and strength to do that which is pleasing
in Thy sight this day.

As Thy servants in this Chamber con-
front the massive responsibilities placed
upon them by Thy providence and the
will of the people, grant that they may
have a lively sense of their accountability
to Thee, as well as to the people.

Through long and laborious months,
Thou hast given them strength for their
many and demanding duties. Add Thy
blessing, we pray, to all that has been
accomplished through their efforts for
the good of the Nation and the welfare of
all kinds and conditions of men.

Grant that the citizens of this land of
liberty may understand that they, them-
selves, are truly in authority here, each
one accountable to Thee for moral integ-
rity, for devotion to justice, and for a
decent respect for the opinions of man-
kind.

May the decisions registered this day
beneath the great white dome of this cit-
adel of freedom encourage and empower
all responsible men of good will through-
out the earth, to the end that righteous-
ness and peace may prevail, and Thy will
be done on earth as it is in Heaven.

In the dear Redeemer’s name, Amen.
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THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. MaNsFigLp, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Friday,
October 12, 1962, was dispensed with.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The PRESIDENT pro tempore an-
nounced that on today, October 13, 1962,
he signed the following enrolled bills,
which had previously been signed by
the Speaker of the House of Repre-
sentatives:

H.R.1663. An act for the relief of
Hans J. V. Tiedemann and family;

H.R.7781. An act to authorize the Admin-
istrator of General Services to convey by
quitclaim deed a parcel of land in Prince
Georges County, Md., to the Silver Hill Vol-
untary Fire Department and Rescue Squad;

H.R.8663. An act to amend the Life In-
surance Act of the District of Columbia to
permit certain policies to be issued to mem-
bers of duly organized national veterans'
organizations;

H.R. 9045. An act to amend the Trading
With the Enemy Act, as amended,

H.R.9669. An act for the relief of Molly
Kwauk;

H.R. 12136. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for the fiscal years 1964 and 1965 for
the construction of certain highways in ac-
cordance with title 23 of the United States
Code, and for other purposes;

H.R. 12217. An act for the relief of George
Edward Leonard;

H.R.12434. An act to facilitate the work of
the Forest Service, and for other purposes;
and

H.R. 12708. An act to increase the jurisdic-
tion of the Municipal Court for the District
of Columbia in civil actions, to change the
names of the court, and for other purposes,

Dr.

LIMITATION OF DEBATE DURING
MORNING HOUR

On request of Mr. MansrFieLp, and by
unanimous consent, statements during
the morning hour were ordered limited
to 3 minutes.

RESOLUTIONS

ORIGINATION OF BILLS APPROPRI-
ATING MONEY FOR SUPPORT OF
THE GOVERNMENT

Mr, RUSSELL submitted a resolution
(S. Res. 414) asserting the power of the
Senate to originate bills appropriating
money for the support of the Govern-
ment, which was considered and agreed
to

'(See the above resolution printed in
full when submitted by Mr. RusseLL,
E;htc;h appears under a separate head-

g.

RESEARCH PROGRAM TO DISCOVER
NEW USES FOR AGRICULTURAL
PRODUCTS

Mr. RUSSELL (for himself and Mr.
TaLmapce) submitted a resolution (S.
Res. 415) favoring a program of research
to discover mew uses for agricultural
products, which was considered and
agreed to.

(See the above resolution printed in
full when submitted by Mr. RUSSELL,
Ef;k)’h appears under a separate head-
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APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEE TO
NOTIFY THE PRESIDENT CON-
CERNING THE PROPOSED AD-
JOURNMENT OF THE SESSION
Mr. MANSFIELD submitted a resolu-

tion (S. Res. 416) appointing a com-

mittee to notify the President concern-
ing the proposed adjournment of the
session, which was considered and agreed
to.

(See the above resolution printed in

full when submitted by Mr. MANSFIELD,

which appears under a separate head-
ing.)

THANKS OF THE SENATE TO THE
VICE PRESIDENT
Mr. MANSFIELD submitted a resolu-
tion (S. Res. 417) tendering the thanks
of the Senate to the Vice President for
the courteous, dignified, and impartial
manner in which he has presided over
the deliberations of the Senate, which
was considered and agreed to.

THANKS OF THE SENATE TO THE
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

Mr. MANSFIELD submitted a resolu-
tion (S. Res. 418) tendering the thanks
of the Senate to the President pro tem-
pore for the courteous, dignified, and
impartial manner in which he has pre-
sided over the deliberations of the Sen-
ate, which was considered and agreed to.

APPOINTMENTS BY THE VICE PRES-
IDENT SUBSEQUENT TO SINE DIE
ADJOURNMENT
Mr. MANSFIELD submitted a resolu-

tion (S. Res. 419) authorizing the Pres-

ident of the Senate to make certain ap-
pointments after the sine die adjourn-
ment of the Congress, which was con-
sidered and agreed to.

(See the above resolutions printed in
full when submitted by Mr. MANSFIELD,
which appear under separate headings.)

MILWAUKEE JOURNAL DEPLORES
FLAGRANT LOGROLLING IN GLEN
ELDER PROJECT
Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, 2

weeks ago, I spoke at some length against

a reclamation project in Kansas that

would eventually cost $60 million. This

project was not only unjustified on every

score, but I received petitions from 90

percent of the farmers who allegedly

would benefit from the project; they
vehemently oppose it.

The Milwaukee Journal has summed
up the arguments against this waste in
an editorial entitled “Some More ‘Log-
rolling’,” and has done so in what I re-
gard as an extremely effective and per-
suasive way. I ask unanimous consent
that the editorial be printed at this
point in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

SoME MORE LOGROLLING

Senator Proxmirg, Democrat, of Wisconsin,
lost his fight against a $750,000 appropri-
ation for preliminary work on the $60 million
Glen Elder Dam and irrigation project in
Kansas. His one-man filibuster was ignored
and the Senate voted, 57 to 17, to leave the
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item in the $5.2 billion emergency public
works bill which was later .

Perhaps his effort to draw attention to
what he called fantastic waste in Federal
irrigation and flood control projects was not
all wasted, however. He made a powerful
case.

The Glen Elder project was first author-
ized by a single line in a 1944 bill that listed
325 other projects. It was to cost only $17
million.

Examined in light of today's situation a
$60 millon outlay makes almost no sense.
Water would be provided for 60 new farms,
but B0 or more farms would be flooded out.
Cost per acre of the irrigated land would be
around $1,800, of which owners would pay
back only $191 an acre.

One of the main benefits expected is in
increased feed grain production on 13,000 of
21,000 acres to be irrigated. And the Fed-
eral Government is frantically trying to re-
duce the feed grain surplus. Some 90 per-
cent of farmers involved are sald to oppose
the Glen Elder development.

The dam would provide a municipal water
supply for the little city of Beloit, Eans.
(population 3,800). At the same time it
would so reduce streamflow that health au-
thorities at Topeka, Kans. (population 120,~
000), are worried about pollution and a
supply of enough clean water to meet do-
mestic and industrial requirements there.

With all this evidence before them, why
didn’t the Senators take heed? If the $750,~
000 appropriation wasn't enough to arouse
their concern, why weren't they moved to
hold up starting a project that has so little
justification? Why did only 17 seem to
share Senator Proxmire's dismay over colos-
sal waste on western water projects?

Surely it wasn't because more than half
the Senate thought Senator PrOXMIRE was
wrong. Most of them knew he was right.
The explanation unquestionably is found in
congressional “log rolling.”

Many of the votes for Glen Elder were
cast by SBenators who expected, in return,
to win support for other Federal projects in
their own Sta no doubt, just as
questionable. As the U.S., News & World
Report said recently, “Candidates for the
Senate and House seek votes on the basis
of what they have done and can do for the
home folks. It is from Washington that
more and more of the good things of life
seem to flow. Politicians tend to be rated
on their success or lack of success in get-
ting a share of these good things."”

In the case of Glen Elder Dam, it is indeed
doubtful that it deserves to be rated as good.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MET-
cALF in the chair). Without objection,
it is so ordered.

KIM CHUNG SHIN

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of Calendar No. 1969,
House bill 11866.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be stated by title.

The LecistATIVE CLERK. A bill (H.R.
11866) for the relief of Kim Chung
Shin (Mary Rathbun).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Montana.
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The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, no
action is contemplated on this bill. I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that further
proceedings under the quorum call may
be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTI-
CLES, ETC. PRINTED IN THE
RECORD

On request, and by unanimous consent,
addresses, editorials, articles, ete., were
ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

By Mr. BUSH:

Address delivered by Senator JoOHN SHER-
mMAN CooPER to the Republican State Con-
vention, Hartford, Conn., June 4, 1962,

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR OREN E.
LONG, OF HAWAII

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, before
this session closes I wish to pay a short
tribute to my friend from Hawaii,
Senator OrReN Lowng, who has elected not
to return for another session.

During my service in the Senate I do
not know of any Senator who has more
favorably impressed his colleagues in the
Senate in the years he has served than
has the Senator from Hawaii [Mr.
Long]. I did not serve on a committee
with him, but I was associated with
him in several ways, and I was impressed
by his fine principles of character and
honor that never faltered or failed, but
were the basic and controlling factors in
all his relations with his fellow Senators,
as well as on public questions.

He is a man of fine intelligence, quick
to perceive. He has an innate modesty
which is personally attractive. More-
over, he is always a great humanitarian
in his approach to various problems and
in making his decisions.

He is also a man of great spiritual
capacity and appreciates greatly the
spiritual values not merely in a theoret-
ical way, but in a practical manner in his
everyday living.

These are his controlling factors in re-
gard to conclusions and decisions and
official acts as a Senator. He has made a
distinet contribution in the Senate,
which is a climax to a distinguished
career as an educator and in other
avenues of public service. I know he
has made a contribution to the Nation
and to the Senate.

I for one will be sorry to see him go,
and I wish for him unbounded satisfac-
tion of life that will continue through-
out rich years which will bring him fine
reward,

OREGON AREA REDEVELOPMENT
PROJECTS

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, among
the many steps taken by the administra-
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tion to restimulate the economy of our
Nation was one which led to the creation
of the Area Redevelopment Administra-
tion, which functions under the Depart-
ment of Commerce. Much interest in
the program and the projects being un-
dertaken through the authorities en-
trusted to that agency, has been voiced
to me by Oregonians in every corner of
the State.

As a result of this expression of inter-
est, I requested from the Area Redevelop-
ment Administration a status report
upon each of the ARA projects which in-
volve my State. Ihave just received this
report and because of its interest to
Oregon, I ask unanimous consent that it
be printed at this point in my remarks,

There being no objection, the report
was ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

Oregon summary sheet
Population:
1962 estimate

1960 CoMBUS - - oo mcmeccnccan 1, 768, 687
Total number of counties_______ 36
Designated counties:

VT L] L] T e 8

Population. . ____. . __________ 164, 185

Indian reservations. ... ... 1
Projects authorized (1) :

Total coal oot i T $1, 3086, 500

ARA funds requested___.__.____ $812, 000
Pending project proposals (6) :

Total eost- = Z-c - o as $2, 142, 368

ARA funds requested_________ $1, 428, 973
Projects being planned for filing:

Total cost (estimate) ... _. $8, 049, 400

ARA funds requested (esti-

AR L L $5, 064, 060

New jobs created (estimate)__ 792

Technical training programs:
Proposed and pending........ 6
Overall economic development
programs (OEDP)
Approved (6) :
Countiee.=coo oo cgiizoay
Indian reservations.....-...
Overall economic development program
approved
CLATSOP COUNTY 5(b)5 AREA
Projects being planned for submission to
ARA:

]

1. Port of Astoria—Grant to
rehabilitate dock facili-
ties and add loft crane
and trackage:

Section 8 grant:
Totalcost_____________.__
ARA funds requested_____
New jobs created___ Will save 170 jobs
Status: Application being

revised.

2. Port of Astoria—to rehabili-
tate small boat basin:

Section T loan:

Total cost.. oo oo $150, 000

ARA funds requested_____ $15, 000

New jobs created.... Not determined

Status: Under study and
discussion.

3. Convention center—To con-
struct and equip a conven-
tion center at Seaside,
Oregon :

Section T loan:

ToRLnak. Lt

ARA funds requested._..__

Status: Under study and
discussion.

4, Expansion and addition to
a sawmill:

Section 6 loan:

$700, 000
$700, 000

$180, 000
ARA funds requested____.  $117, 000
New jobs created_________ 30
Status: Being developed.
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Overall economic development program
approved—Continued
COLUMBIA COUNTY 5(D) 5 AREA

Projects being planned: Construction of a
steel mill using local low-grade iron ore and
deep water site on the Columbia. This
project will largely depend on the outcome
of a feasibility study which will be requested
soon. (None approved.)

JOSEPHINE COUNTY 5(D)5 AREA

1. Josephine Plywood Corp.—
West Coast Plywood Co.
(formerly). Purchase and
modernization of a layup
plant and green veneer
plant:
Section 6 loan:
Totall OBl L ciiimaniutg $1, 308, 500
ARA funds requested
New jobs created.
Projects pending:
1, Manufacturing project—To
expand existing business:
Section 6 loan:

ARA funds requested.....
New jobs created. . ___ B3
Status: Awalting additional
information.
Projects being planned:
1. Electronic manufacturing:
Section 6 loan:
Total'cogb_ -l oo o nOoesE
ARA fund requested_._____
New jobs created_________
Status: Expect to submit
application in January
1963.
2. Warehousing and box manu-
facturing:
Section 6 loan:

$177, 000
8155, 000
i

............... $90, 000
ARA funds requested_-._.. $41, 000
New jobscreated._________ 16
Status: Preparing informa-

tion.
3. A hardwood plant:
Section 6 loan:
Total 'cosbeol o o= . 4as
ARA funds requested..._._
New jobs created.___.____._ 40
4. A plywood plant:
Section 6 loan:
DOBRL CORE . e i s i
ARA funds requested _.____
New jobs created._.___._.
Status: Application being
prepared.
LINCOLN COUNTY 5(b) 3 AND 5
Projects pending:
1. A hardwood manufacturing
plant:
Section 6 loan:
Total cost e e aaaaa
ARA funds requested._..__.
New jobs created- ... 15
Status: A revised applica-
tion is being submitted.
2. Newport Commission—Con-
struction of adequate port
facilities:
Sections 7 and 8 loan and
grant:

$140, 000
$91, 000
No estimate

$171, 018
ARA funds requested_____ $171, 018
Status: Sent to Com-
munity Facilities Admin-
istration for processing.
3. Oregon State University—
Development of an Ocean-
ography Laboratory at
Newport:
Sectlon 8 grant:
Total cost. ... uo.
ARA funds requested.____
Status: BSent to Com-
munity Facilities Admin-
istration for processing.

$1, 286, 650
$921, 650
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Qverall economic development program
approved—Continued
Projects being planned:
1. Resort and marina:
Section 6 loan:

ARA funds requested---..
New jobs created_ .. ____
Status: Information being

prepared.
2. City of Newport sewage dis-
posal  system—Improve-
ment and expanslon:
Sections 7 and 8 loan and
grant:
Total cost. 8576, 000
ARA funds requested.._._- $432, 000
3. City of Newport water sys-
tem—Improvement and
expansion:
Sectlons 7 and 8 loan and
grant:
Total cost...._. $200, 000 to $700, 000
ARA funds requested___ $200, 000 up
Status: Sewage and water
project — Consultation
made by the city of New-
port to study and pre-
pare economic justifica-
tion for the Area Rede-
velopment Administra-
tion in city and sur-
rounding areas including
oceanography labora~-
tory—Eventide, agate
beach development, in-
dustrial park, ete.
HOOD RIVER COUNTY 5(b)5 AREA
Projects pending:
1. Port of Hood River—Con-
struction of industrial site:
Section 6 loan:

Total cost pr— $385, 000
ARA funds requested..._. $200, 000
New jobs created--————-—- 20

Status: Sent to the Small
Business Administration
for processing.

Projects being planned: A group
is actively working on a proj-
ect proposal for the develop-
ment of a ski area develop-
ment.

WASCO AND SHERMAN COUNTIES 5(b)5 AREA

Projects being planned:
1. Wood products plant (Wasco

County) :

Sectlon 6 loan:
gy o S Ll o $200, 000
ARA funds requested-___  $130, 000
New jobs created ______-- 80
Btatus: Application mate-

terial to be prepared.
2. Manufacturing company—

Expansion (Wasco) :

Bection 6 loan:
Total co8t o= $25, 000
ARA funds requested. $15, 000
New Jobs created_ ... ]

YAMHILL COUNTY 5(b)5 AREA
Organizational underway, with some work
completed on provisional OEDP. (None ap-
proved.)
WARM SPRINGS INDIAN RESERVATION

Projects being planned:
1. Development of the Kahnuta

Hot Springs resort:

Section 6 loan:
Total C08te e c e cmmnnmmn $1, 360, 000
ARA funds requested.____ $85, 000
New jobs created._._______ 75
Status: Feasibllity study

belng done with ARA
grant. This project if
approved, will necessi-
tate a training program
for guides for pack and
riding trips.
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MISCELLANEOUS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE RE~
QUESTS INVOLVING OREGON AND PACIFIC
NORTHWEST
1. Bureau of Commercial Fisheries: A

study of the needs of fishery cooperation in

the Pacific Northwest, $25,000 (under re-
view).

2. Bureau of Commercial Fisherles: A
study of the Pacific Northwest Trawl Fish-
ery, $60,000 (under review).

3. Oregon Department of Planning and
Development: Evaluation of exlisting and
proposed small craft harbors along the Ore-
gon coast and navigable river, $60,000 (under
review).

4. Bureau of Indian Affairs: Primarily a
resort development study for the Warm
Springs Indian Reservation, $10,000 (grant
approved) .

5. Oregon Department of Planning and
Development: A study of Oregon hardwoods,
$50,990 (under review).

6. Livestock company: Automated feedlot
study, $8,5600 (approved).

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I feel
sure that in the months ahead many
projects which are now under study will
materialize into jobs and payrolls for
Oregonians in the designated counties.
I assure the ARA that I shall do every-
thing in my power to assist the program
personnel in their job of translating the
President’s ideals into living reality.

AMA READIES BIG POLITICAL
DRIVE

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, in yes-
terday morning’s Washington Post and
Times-Herald there was published a
very interesting column written by Drew
Pearson entitled “AMA Readies Big Po-
litical Drive.” The article points out
what the American Medical Association
purportedly is planning to do by way
of its political blitzkrieg in the closing
days of the campaign. I ask unanimous
consent that the article may be printed
in the REcorb at this point.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

AMA ReapIES Bic POLITICAL DRIVE
(By Drew Pearson)

Many doctors, busy caring for peoples
health, don't know that their trade union
has now prepared one of the most elaborate
and careful political campaigns in recent
years.

That union, the American Medical Associ-
atlon and its subsidiaries, has drafted let-
ters to be signed by thousands of doctors
and nurses and sent out just a few days
before election day against Congressmen who
lean toward medical-care assistance for the
elderly., The letters will brand the Con-
gressmen as favoring socialism.

This letter-writing strategy has been kept
very hush-hush, and the following instruc-
tions have been sent with the letters: “The
doctors and their nurses are not to release
one single copy of this letter in order to
prevent the opposition from obtaining a
copy-ﬂ

However, this column has obtained a com-
plete set of both the letter and the instruc-
tions for mailing it. Though the letter is
not supposed to be mailed until Nov. 8 or 5,
it may be a good idea to let the voting pub-
lic know in advance what the doctors’ trade
union is up to.

One, letter in the doctors’ barrage pins the
socialism label on Representative WaLTER
MoeLLER, a middle-of-the-road Democrat, of
Lancaster, Ohio, who has not even taken a

23441

formal stand either for or against medicare,
though he has indicated that some means
should be found to help older people with
their medical bills.

DOCTORS' TARGET

MOELLER }s & modest, moderate, hard-work-
ing Congressman.

But here is the instructlon which the AMA
has sent out to doctors and nurses in MozL-
rEr's 10th Ohlo Distriet:

“1. Secretaries and doctors should address
their envelopes and sign the letters now and
hold them for mailing until the week before
election.

“2, Each doctor should personally under-
line Mr. Abele’s name with Ink before sign-
ing. (This refers to Homer E. Abele, the
Republican candidate against Representative
MOELLER. )

“3. Add a postscript In ink to make the
letter more personal.

*4, Mr. MoELLER'S name has been removed
from the letter and if any name is to be
used in the postscript, it should be Mr.
Abele's spelled out. If the doctor wishes to
say something about MoELLER he should use
the words ‘the present Congressman.' The
frequency of name repetition, whether good
or bad, is impressed upon the mind and the
name remembered most is apt to be voted
for.

“5. The doctors and their nurses are not
to release one single copy of this letter in
order to prevent the opposition obtaining
a copy.

“6., Letters should not be malled until
Thursday, November 1, so as to reach the
individual on Bsturday or Honday. Novem-
ber 3 or 5.

“7. A categorical list of Mr, MOELLER'S VOt~
ing record will be available for each doctor
to use in his postscript comments.”

HOW TO VOTE

Enclosed with these careful instructions
to each doctor is the following letter brand-
ing Representative MoELLER as an enemy of
private enterprise and an advocate of social-

At the top of the letter is marked In three
places “copy.” Then follows this further
instruction:

“This is a copy of a letter which is to be
circulated in Fairfleld County, Ohio, and,
perhaps, also in other counties of the 10th
Congressional Distriet. It is to go out over
the signature of a physician.”

The letter itself, to be copied by the doctor
on his own stationery and mailed just as
the voters are about to go to the polls and
too late for the Congressman to answer,
reads:

“Dear ————: As a physiclan I am
happy to participate in the campalgn against
polioc and help other community activities
which promote your welfare, Current gov-
ernmental necessitate physicians’
participation also in politics,

“I do not object to a man as a Republican
or a Democrat, but I do object to any public
official with liberal socialistic ideas that pro-
mote governmental control of your life and
mine,

“I believe sincerely that the present Con-
gressman is a liberal with soclalistic tenden-
cies, who is trying to destroy private enter-
prise, our freedom and our security.

“Vote for Homer E. Abele, a conservative
candidate, to help stop the spread of social-
ism and to preserve our freedom. Sincerely."”

Note: One thing the drafters didn't figure
on was the risk of libel for the doctors sign-
ing these letters. Though the courts have
not taken as clear cut a position on branding
a man a Soclalist as they have on branding
him. a Communist, the two are so closely
allied in some people’s minds that the courts
are beginning to get tougher with this type
of name calling. To call a man a Com-
munist is libel per se.
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Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, the AMA
politicians are not going to fool the
American people in this campaign, for
the American people recognize that med-
ical care for the aged is a moral obliga-
tion and the responsibility of all the
people of this country, acting through
their Government.

Apparently the AMA is oblivious to the
fact that many thousands of young peo-
ple—particularly young married cou-
ples—are beginning to recognize the
great social, economic, and medical prob-
lem which has arisen in this country. It
has arisen because of the failure of the
United States to provide care for our
elderly citizens comparable to the care
for the elderly provided in other free na-
tions of the world. The Scandinavian
countries, for example, put us to shame
when programs of medical care for our
people are compared.

I am preparing a speech which sum-
marizes the position the senior Senator
from Oregon has taken on medical issues
during many years in the Senate. I had
hoped I might have had it finished by
today. Much of the time I planned to
devote to this in the past week, however,
has been necessarily taken up in giving
careful consideration to a good many
other economic issues which involve the
welfare of the people of my State.

I thus have had to postpone comple-
tion of my speech on medical problems.
I intend to set forth my reasons for com-
plete support of President Kennedy's
medical care program for the aged, which
would provide for medical care on a
sound principle under social security. I
am sure the voters of my State would
like to have for ready reference a sum-
mary of my views in support of Presi-
dent Kennedy's medical care program.

It is my understanding that the Con-
GRESSIONAL REcorp will be kept open for
some days after Congress adjourns sine
die—when it does—and I therefore ask
unanimous consent that the speech I am
preparing on medical care, giving my
reasons for supporting unequivocally the
President’s program——

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
Senator’'s time has expired.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I ask for
an additional minute.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MORSE. I ask that my speech be
printed in an issue of the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp to be published after adjourn-
ment. It is my understanding that usu-
ally there is a period of 10 days to 2 weeks
in which to have printed in the CoNGREs-
s1oNAL REcorp material that we are un-
able to have ready on adjournment day.
Am I correct in that understanding?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, permission is granted to the
Senator from Oregon.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, if some
other Senator wishes the floor, I yield.
There is another morning hour subject
upon which I wish to speak.

The

THE RUNAWAY WAGON OF THE NEW
FRONTIER

Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware. Mr.

President, this is my 16th year as a

- Member of the U.S. Senate. During that
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period I have served with some of the
country’s most respected men and under
some of the Senate’s most able leaders;
however, for the past 2 years I have had
the privilege of serving with a majority
leader who stands second to none.

The Senator from Montana [Mr.
MansrIerLp] is one of the ablest, most
dedicated, fairest, and most respected
men who have held that position, and it
has been a privilege to work with him
in his official capacity.

This point should be emphasized as we
discuss the present dilemma in which
the Congress now finds itself.

But let us face it—the administration
is in trouble. Last year they obtained
control of the Congress and got it started,
but they do not know how to stop it. A
small group of prima donnas in an open
revolt against the Senate leaders have
grabbed the bit in their teeth and are
running away with the frontier wagon,
scattering the administration’s legisla-
tive plans all over the New Frontier.
Someone has got to come to their rescue.

My patience has ended. I am thor-
oughly disgusted—and I am sure I am
not alone in that sentiment—at the dis-
graceful spectacle of a Congress stalling
along, unable to reach an adjournment.

Now we are told that an agreement
cannot be reached on some public works
projects, or on what is better described
as the “pork barrel.”” Some congres-
sional Members under threats of fili-
busters, others through special deals,
threats of quorum calls, or delays of ad-
journment are attempting to bludgeon
the Congress into accepting their pet
multi-million-dollar projects—projects
many of which have never been ap-
proved, some of which have never been
authorized, and certainly in many in-
stances projects which cannot be justi-
fied.

This public works bill presently in dis-
pute was delayed for consideration by
the Congress until the closing days of the
session with the strong suspicion that by
so delaying, it was figured the Members
in their anxiety to go home would accept
anything. The absence of a quorum
makes it easy for one to carry out a
threat, should his pet project be elimi-
nated.

I am of the opinion that with less than
3 months to go before the new Congress
convenes it would be better to adjourn
sine die without approving any bill at
all. Certainly as a new Congress con-
venes next January it could more in-
telligently reappraise the merits of the
respective projects.

However, if the Congress wishes to stay
here a few more days or weeks or until
January to debate these issues I, as one
Member of the Senate, will cooperate and
rearrange my plans to be present.

To avoid any misunderstanding or pos-
sible embarrassment either to the leader-
ship or to the administration, however,
I am suggesting now that, should it be
decided to continue the Congress over
into next week, they would be well ad-
vised to take appropriate steps in ad-
vance to notify the Members of the Sen-
ate that a quorum will be expected to be
present prior to the consideration of any
business on each day that Congress re-

October 13

mains in session after midnight October
13, 1962.

As long as the Senate or the House
tries to act without a quorum it is at
the mercy of any individual Member.

I understand that today there are few-
er than 25 Senators in Washington.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that an article entitled *“Crisis of
Congress,” by Roscoe Drummond, pub-
lished in today’s issue of the Washing-
ton Post, be printed at this point in my
remarks.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

Crisis OF CONGRESS
(By Roscoe Drummond)

The greatest national need today is not to
get a man on the moon nor to build an
aguarium in the Distriet of Columbia.

These things are all right and they are go-
ing to be done. But I submit that the fran-
tic scramble of Congress to pass vital bills
and appropriate vast sums of money in the
last weary, out-of-breath hours of the tail
end of the session reveals that the greatest
need today is not for Congress to do some-
thing about others but to do something
about itself.

Congress is perilously near to losing its
capacity to transact the public business.

It has already lost the capacity to transact
the public business carefully, responsibly,
and efficiently.

Congress is losing power. It is losing
prestige. It risks losing the confidence of
the country.

This isn't just bad for Congress. It is bad
for the country. It means that our very sys-
tem of government—a government of bal-
anced and coequal powers—is being altered
by default.

With all the earnestness and conviction of
a death-bed confession, Republican Senate
floor leader Kenneth Wherry of Nebraska
shortly before his passing some 10 years ago,
pleaded with his colleagues in these words:

“The creaking machinery of Congress is so
appallingly inadequate for modern times
that free representative government is en-
dangered.”

But Congress has been too busy to attend
to itself.

It not only has not given “continuous at-
tention” to the problem. It has not given
it any attention—in 16 years.

Since then a few things have happened—
like the cold war, $80 billion budgets, an
exploding population, the race into outer
space, a Soviet satellite state planted in the
Western Hemisphere—which make the care-
ful, responsible, efficient transaction of the
public business by Congress a matter of na-
tional survival.

Congress simply isn't doing its job.
doing it less well every year.
on much longer. v

Fortunately, two of the most influential
Members of the House—Representatives
THoMAs B, CuUrTIs, of Missouri, and CHEgT
Houwrierp, of California—have been working
on a bipartisan project which can lead to
wide-ranging reorganization of congressional
procedures, practices, and rules. They have
already identified many of the areas crying
for reform.

Senator JoserH CrArRg, Demoerat, of Penn-
sylvania has sponsored a resolution with bi-
partisan backers in both Houses to create a
Joint Committee on the Reorganization of
Congress. There is obviously gathering sup-
port for some kind of congressional reorgani-
zation,

Congress should certainly pick the schol-
ars to do this study, but it seems to be that
at least a half dozen of the big foundations
would want to volunteer to contribute the
funds to make it possible.

It is
This can't go
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FEED GRAIN PROBLEM IN PACIFIC
NORTHWEST

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, since the
first of August, the congressional dele-
gations from the Pacific Northwest have
been actively, and continually, urging
the Department of Agriculture to explore
and, on the basis of the facts which we
believe substantiate the position of
Northwest agriculture, to modify pres-
ent departmental policies with respect
to the feed grains.

It is our contention that our area is
not a feed-grain deficit area. We be-
lieve that this contention is well sus-
tained by careful studies made by the
economists at Oregon State and Wash-
ington State universities.

We further believe that the adverse
price differential situation with respect
to corn produced in the Middle West is,
in part, the responsibility of the Fed-
eral Government, since the figures
clearly show the differential has been
seriously aggravated by Government
programs and policies respecting agri-
culture.

I have today received from Mr. James
Hill, chairman of the Pacific Northwest
Feed & Livestock Council, a copy of a
letter dated October 10, addressed fo
Secretary Freeman, which clearly, suc-
cinetly, and in my judgment irrefutably
sets forth the case for our livestock,
turkey, and poultry producers.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the letter to which I have re-
ferred, together with the attachments
thereto, be printed at this point in my
remarks.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the ReEcorp,
as follows:

OcToBer 10, 1962,
Hon. ORVILLE L. FREEMAN,
Secretary of Agriculture, Department of Agri-
culture, Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. SecreTaRY: I enjoyed the oppor-
tunity to visit with you in Portland last week
and to discuss the seriousness of grain price
relationships to our Pacific Northwest live-
stock feeding Industry.

We have enclosed a copy of the Marion
Thomas letter with figures, and comments
on the chart you gave me charting “average
farm price differentials between Nebraska
corn and Oregon barley by months for 1850—
54, 1955-59, 1960, 1961, and through June
1962."

We are of the opinion that your chart and
our information shows and substantiates the
following:

(a) 1850-54 PNW feed grain, barley, was
within a livable economic price spread as
compared to Nebraska corn. During this
period our feeders had 4 to 5 months each
crop year to cover feed needs at prices not
to exceed $3 per ton over Nebraska corn.
Even at the worst periods of the crop year
(PNW barley advancing—Nebraska corn de-
clining) our spread did not exceed $9 per ton.
Major feeders covered season's needs when
the spread was 0 to 3.

(b) 1855-59 PNW barley prices began to re-
flect larger spreads after grain production
adjustment and Public Law 480 programs be-
gan to operate. But even during this period
our feeders would have 2 to 3 months each
crop year when they could cover their year's
feed barley needs at less than $6 per ton
spread over Nebraska corn.

(c) In the last few months of 1960 spreads
between PNW barley and Nebraska corn ad-
vanced to as high as $18 per ton. Since
that time these spreads have been against
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our livestock economy by $10 to $16 a ton
consistently. Even at harvesttime our feed-
ers have not been able to cover feed needs
at less than $10 adverse spread. Our live-
stock feeders, especially hog, broiler, and
turkey industries cannot long continue under
these adverse feed grain price relationships
which have now been with us 2 years.

This condition, although not solely created
by your administration, has been accentu-
ated and prolonged by administrative actions
under the emergency feed grain legisiation of
1961-62. Unless corrective action is soon
taken, we fear these conditions could actually
be perpetuated.

In the fall of 1961 your department par-
tially recognized the inequity of our live-
stock feeders position and instituted a tem-
porary milo release program. Although
spreads for the first 6 months of 1962 are in
the highest in over 20 years, we have not
had any indication of current corrective ac-
tion. Thus we become greatly concerned
when we read in the October 8, 1962, Wall
Street Journal that—

“The Agriculture Department announced
it will begin selling Government-owned corn
at market prices, but not below levels which
prevailed generally at harvesttime in 1960
and 1961. The Government already is selling
grain sorghums under the same formula.
From July 1 to September 28, 44 million
bushels of sorghums were sold.”

Here again this indicated sell-back target
period of 1960 and 1961 represents a period
when our PNW prices (non-sell-back area)
were at most substantial difference above
Midwest prices (sell-back area). Our feeders
cannot continue such adverse competitive
costs for their feed grains and must not be
frozen into this uneconomic position any
longer.

Therefore, we respectfully refer you to our
well documented “Action Memorandum" of
August 1, 1962, supported by studies of Ore-
gon State University and Washington State
University and presented personally to you
by a group from our congressional delega-
tion.

The vital significance and uncertainty of
Government action make it most difficult for
our people to decide wisely about future use
of their resources. Time is of the essence.
Therefore, we urge Government action now
to reasonably correct this inequitable posi-
tion.

Sincerely,
James Hiny, Jr.,
Chairman, Pacific Northwest Feed
Grain & Livestock Council.
COOPERATIVE EXTENsION WORK IN
AGRICULTURE AND HoMme Eco-
NOMICS,
State of Oregon, October 6, 1962.
Mr. James Hmyn, Jr.,
Chairman, Pacific Northwest Feed Grain &
Livestock Council, Pendleton, Oreg.

DeAr JIM: We are enclosing herewith the
chart showing farm price differentials be-
tween Nebraska corn and Oregon barley,
which Secretary Freeman gave you earlier
this week.

As requested, we have checked the chart
and find that through May 1962 it is essen-
tially in agreement with published USDA
mid-month farm price data, after the indi-
cated calculations have been made.

Starting with June 1862, the lines on the
chart depart significantly from published
USDA data. We find that the differential in
June 1962 was £14.78 a ton instead of the
$13 to $13.50. Likewise, the differential in
July, $11.79 instead of approximately $10
shown. In August the difference was $11.47
instead of $9. The correct points for the 3
months are shown in red on the chart.

Incidentally, we find the chart shows the
August 1960 differential about $1 higher than
it actually was. In other words, the differen-
tial in August 1960 was only 15 cents higher
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than in 1961, according to our calculations
shown in the attached tables.

While we believe there are better measures
of the price differentials, In summary we
would say that the chart, when corrected,
shows the situation as you have been de-
scribing it; that is, differentials between
Northwest barley prices and Midwest feed
grain prices started increasing significantly
in the 19556-59 period after grain production
and adjustments and Public Law 480 pro-
grams began to operate. These spreads
reached new highs in 1962 and remained
above all other years charted at least until
mid-August.

I hope this will help you eliminate doubts
about the situation and obtain action that
will substantially reduce this obstacle to
continued economic development of the area.

Very truly yours,

MarI1ON D, THOMAS,

Ezxtension Agricultural Economist.

PacrFic NORTHWEST FEED, GRAIN &

LIVESTOCK COUNCIL,

Pendleton, Oreg.

To All Council Members, Associates, Pacific
Northwest Congressional Delegations:

On August 2, 1862, council representatives
with a group of our Senators and Congress-
men personally presented our action memo-
randum to Secretary Freeman. This memo-
randum extremely well supported and
documented by Oregon State University and
Washington State University studies pointed
out the following highlights:

{a) Administration of Federal feed grain
programs has developed distorted feed grain
price relationships which will force Pacific
Northwest livestock and poultry producers
out of business unless these disadvantages
are corrected.

(b) Our livestock and poultry people have
been paying $12 to $16 per ton more for their
feed grains than feeders in other major grain
producing areas of the Nation.

(c) This is the greatest disadvantage for
the Pacific Northwest livestock industry in
25 years. Though unintentional, the effect
of Government action has been to benefit
livestock feeders, related industries, and the
people of other areas at the expense of like
interests in the Pacific Northwest.

(d) Recent developments indicate that a
feed-grain-cost squeeze on Pacific Northwest
livestock feeders and poultrymen is going
to remain severe in the 1962-63 feeding pe-
riod unless administrative action is taken to
restore reasonable patterns and price rela-
tionships.

Our action memorandum requested that
immediate action be taken to establish and
implement policies which will restore reason-
able and equitable feed grain price relation-
ships to the Pacific Northwest.

We recommended that for the short-term
immediate (until the new form legislation
could get our area back into balance) that
the Secretary ship CCC-owned milo, corn or
both to the Pacific Northwest and sell them
into our markets at the same percentage
below support levels in the Midwest. In
other words, apply his sell-back program
equally and fairly in all major grain produc-
ing market structures.

We also pointed out that a fair price rela-
tionship from our studies would be no more
than $3 per ton higher price for Portland,
Oreg., feed grain as compared to Kansas City
feed grain.

Since August 2, the Secretary and his staff
have been considering our case. We hardly
expected an answer during the heat of the
Billie Sol Estes case and the strains of getting
farm legislation through this Congress. Now
those hurdles are passed and we are getting
down to the wire.

The Department economists have taken is-
sue as to whether we are actually a feed
grain surplus producing area. The point is,
the Department should not make sell back
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prices available in every feed deficit area and
should not be put in the position of making
postage stamp rates for feed grains all over
the Nation. Of course, the plain simple fact
is that the Pacific Northwest is a grain sur-
plus producing area. Over 70 percent of the
grains we produce are dependent solely on
an export market or Government storage.

We can thank Orville Freeman and the ad-
ministration for battling through our farm
legislation which for the first time officially
recognizes wheat as a part of the total feed
grain picture. Proper administration of this
new legislation can ultimately solve our eco-
nomic problem of feed grain price relation-
ships.

But, “Meanwhile Back at the Ranch” we
are temporarily frozen and locked into a
most uneconomic position—unless the Sec-
retary takes short-term emergency action
to free us.

Actions to be taken: It 1s important that
each of us continue our educational work
with our friends, organizations, and with
the city business leaders. When the big city
businessman, banker, or industrialist finds
out what adverse feed grain price relation-
ships are dolng to the economy of this Pa-
cific Northwest he gets interested (see pp.
b, 6, and 7, “Meanwhile Back at the Ranch”).
Keep in touch with your Congressman and
Senator. Let them know the facts as they
affect you—as you see them—do not forget
Secretary Freeman.

Budget: Most of you responded quickly
to our first request. Our sincere thanks. If
you haven't acted, please let us hear from
you one way or “tother.”

Organizational meetings: It is the time
of year when all of our commodity and live-
stock groups start holding annual meetings.
It is very important that each group be aware
of our program. Wherever possible it is im-
portant to have the delegate body pass a res-
olution favoring (1) participating in the
council affairs and (2) authorizing the of-
ficers to support the council program so long
as there is no direct conflict with the orga-
nization's poliey.

Once agaln your directors deeply appre-
clate the very fine response from our mem-
bership and our assoclations. Our university
people at Oregon State University and Wash-
ington State University have been indis-
pensable.

Sincerely,
James HiLL, Jr.,
Pacific Northwest Feed Grain & Live-
stock Council.

OREGON WHEAT COMMISSION, ;
Pendleton, Oreg., October 1, 1962.
Mr. James H, Jr.,
Chairman, Pacific Northwest Feed Grain &
Livestock Council, Pendleton, Oreg.

Dear Jim: Attached is a check for $100,
authorized by the Oregon Wheat Commis-
slon on September 25, to help defray the ex-
penses of the council.

The commission also endorsed the activi-
ties of the council and restated its own policy
of urging the USDA to correct present re-
glonal feed grain price relationships.

During the past 4 years the commission
has contributed over $12,000 in ways cal-
culated to enhance the growth of livestock
feeding in Oregon, believing that the Pacific
Northwest should produce grain for Pacific
Northwest livestock and poultry to supply
Pacific Northwest markets for meat. As you
know, Oregon wheat growers have long ad-
vocated a two-price system for wheat as the
most practical way to accomplish this.

Under the 19638 wheat program a version
of the two-price plan will be the subject
of a grower referendum for the wheat pro-
gram in 1964. We hope the Pacific North-
west Feed QGrain & Livestock Council will
Jjoin Oregon wheat growers in their efforts
to get an acceptable, workable certificate
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plan, including the substitution clause al-
lowing wheat to be grown on feed grain
acres at prices or supports competitive with
coarse grains.
Sincerely yours,
OREGON WHEAT COMMISSION,
By Winn TurrLe, Administrator.

“MEANWHILE BACK AT THE RANCH,” A TALK
ON AGRICULTURE BY James HrirL, Jr., BEFORE
THE Crry CLuB oF PORTLAND, OREG., SEP-
TEMBER 28, 1962

Agriculture is of major Importance to our
Nation, to its people, to you. To accentuate
this statement let's take a quick look at
USDA leaflet No. 491—"Background on Our
Nation's Agriculture”—It is the yellow fold-
er—and follow me while I quote portions.

What is modern farming? Modern farming
is the Nation's biggest industry. Farming
employs 7.1 million workers—more than the
combined employment in transportation,
public utilities, the steel industry, and the
automobile industry. Pretty good so far,

Investment in agriculture is nearly $200
billlon, equal to three-fifths of the market
value of all corporation stocks on the New
York Stock Exchange.

Agriculture, this biggest of the Natlon’'s
industries, is composed of 3.7 million inde-
pendent producers.

Agriculture is a good customer. The farm-
ers spend $25 to $26 billion a year for goods
and services to produce crops and livestock;
another $15 billion a year for the same things
that city people buy—food, clothing, drugs,
furniture, appliances, and other products and
services.

Each year the farmers’ purchases include:
$2.5 to $3 billion in new farm tractors and
other motor vehicles, machinery, and equip-
ment; $3.5 billlon for fuel, lubricants, and
maintenance of machinery and motor vehi-
cles; farming uses more petroleum than any
other single industry; total inventory of farm
machinery alone is greater than the assets of
the steel Industry and five times that of the
automobile industry.

Our Nation's agriculture is creator of em-
ployment. Four out of every ten jobs in
private employment are related to agricul-
ture.

Farming is an efficlent, progressive indus-
try. Productivity of the American farm-
worker in the 1950's increased by 614 percent
a year. Output per man-hour in non-
agricultural industry increased by about 2
percent a year. We will have something to
say on productivity later.

Our agriculture is food supplier to the
world. We are the world’s largest exporter
of agricultural products; $4.8 billion in farm
products were exported in 1960. This Ameri-
can agricultural abundance is a powerful
force for world peace.

But in looking at the farmer's Income from
his labor and capltal we find farm people in
1960 received 82 cents an hour income for
farmwork. By contrast, 1 hour’s work in a
factory averaged $2.29, and hourly earnings
in food marketing averaged $2.14.

These facts from the USDA leaflet surely
point out the importance of our Nation's
agriculture and also indlcate some of our
basic problems.

Let's look at Oregon’s agriculture. Oregon
State University's extenslon circular 683—
the white one—gives us this information:

More than 40,000 familles call Oregon
farms home. Altogether these farms con-
tain 21 million acres, a third of our State’s
total area. -

Oregon’s agriculture is the second largest
primary industry in the State, generating
more than a half billion dollars in buying
power each year; employing more than 77,000
workers—more than employed in the wood
products industry, or the contract construc-
tion industry, or transportation, communica-
tions, and public utilities.
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Oregon's farming industry involves farm
investments totaling $2.5 billlon. This fig-
ure is equal to the total assets of all Oregon's
banks or two-thirds of the annual income
received by all Oregonians.

Oregon’s farm investments average $32,000
for each Oregon farmworker, equaling twice
the investment for each U.S. factory worker.

Oregon produces many agricultural prod-
ucts that enter into export trade. Farm
products account for 4 out of every 5 tons
exported at Portland, Oreg.

So it goes without question—agriculture
and agricultural growth is of vital Impor-
tance to every citizen in Oregon. A healthy,
profitable agriculture is of vital necessity to
the economic stability and growth of our
Nation,

Peter Drucker, well-known management
consultant, and economist, as quoted in the
Oregon School of Business Administration
publication, “Business Developments, 1961,"
in a talk given right here in Portland, Oreg.,
stated: T

“The recession and the international
deficit in our balance of payments are caused
by the fallure of our economy to improve
its productivity during the last decade.
There has been, of course, considerable pro-
ductivity increase—but it has been confined
to one segment, farming. If we deduct the
fast rise in farm productivity from the total
figures, we find practically no increase in
productivity at all. Output has grown with
the labor force—productivity simply has not
grown at all. We do not utilize our resources,
other than farmland any better than we did
10 years ago.”

V. E. Rossiter, Sr., writing in the Banker,
February 1962 issue, writes:

“By 1960 farmers were producing and mar-
keting nearly 30 percent more physical pro-
duction than had been produced and mar-
keted in the 1947-49 period. In this same
period of time—some 11 to 13 years—it cost
the farmer 50 percent more to produce his
products, his gross income increased only 13
percent and his net profit declined 22 per-
cent for the perlod.”

How do these things affect us? One im-
portant way is the cost of living. Let's look
at the cost of living around the world for a
minute:

Cost-of-living climb in the last 10 years, by
selected nations

: Percent
France 43
Britain 29
Ja pan 28
Italy. - -
Germany 18
United States 13

We all know wages increased greatly in this
country the past 10 years—industrial goods
and services increased substantially in price.
Peter Drucker says productivity didn't in-
crease; then, how did the United States end
up with the lowest increase in the cost of
living? The answer is the tremendous pro-
ductivity increase In agriculture and the
attendant drastic decline in food prices at
the farm level have largely been responsible
in recent years for keeping our economy
relatively stable.

But, meanwhile back at the ranch, the
better job our farmers did the past 10 years,
the poorer they came out economically—they
have produced themselves into depression
conditions. Another way of saying this is—
the farmer today has to trade the product
of approximately 3 hours of his labor for the
product of 1 hour of labor in manufactur-
ing Industries, This imbalance of price and
profit opportunity between agriculture and
industry of this Nation must be corrected
before we can hope to enjoy balanced op-
portunity for all of us. Now this gets down
to you and me, doesn’t 1t? :

' Well, what to do about it all? I am not
sure anyone knows for positive, but we have
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a lot of people and interests putting forth
statements and opinions including myself,
Eriefly I will mention two of these.

The Committee for Economic Develop-
ment—a business group composed of top
level industry leaders—has recently com-
pleted an Independent and searching study
of the farm problem, entitled “An Adaptive
Program for Agriculture.” This Committee
for Economic Development report correctly
diagnosed the basic farm problem as imbal-
ance between production and demand caused
mainly by excess resources in agriculture.
The Committee for Economic Development
proposal is designed to raise income from
farming without extensive Government con-
trol or subsidy. They would do this in a
transitional 5-year period by relocating some
2 million farmers into the cities and doing
away with all controls, subsidies, and sup-
ports during the transition period.

The National Council of Farmer Coopera-
tives says the proposal will not be effective
for at least three main reasons. I agree.
Here they are:

1. It falls to recognize that the free market
in agriculture will not reduce total produc-
tion or adequately adjust total production
in relation to demand.

2. It falls to recognize the influence of
economic organization and structure of agri-
culture and output.

3. It fails to recognize the importance of
many resources other than labor which in-
fluence output.

We haven't time to explore these reasons
in detail. Suffice to say that they are fun-
damental, deep seated, and realistic.

The second source, the U.S. Department
of Agriculture, spearheaded by Orville Free-
man, in its “Food and Agriculture—A Pro-
gram for the 1960's” points out that there
are four distinct but related goals that war-
rant most serious consideration. These are
abundance—to expand food consumption,
both domestic and foreign; balance—to ad-
just the production of commodities now in
serious oversupply; conservation—to achieve
better land use; and development—to up-
grade economic opportunity for rural people.

This is & humane program. It is practical
and workable. It is a program that faces
facts squarely. Here are some of those facts:

Fact: The technological revolution in agri-
culture is real and nonreversible.

Fact: Agriculture can produce more than
the market can take and will continue to do
so—as far ahead as we can see.

Fact: Agriculture—made up as it is of
many individual units—is not able by itself
to make desired adjustments to excess supply
or reduced demand. Generally, lower farm
prices do not assure lower total farm out-
put, unless the price declines are extreme
and substained. Farmers are linked to the
land by a long heritage, not simply dollars
and cents. They often increase their output
despite lower prices in a lonely effort to
stay in business.

Fact: Large budget expenditures cannot
be made indefinitely to acquire stocks of
commodities that we do not need.

Fact: Farmer income has been at unsat-
isfactory levels relative to incomes of non-
farm people.

Facts: The economies of smalltown and
rural America are dependent upon a pros-
perous agriculture.

Fact: If agriculture were to be returned
to a free market situation, farmers would
experience a searing farm depression. In
such an event farm prices and incomes would
fall to disaster levels and stay there a long
time.

Programs planned and based on such facts
can be made to work. If this be so, then
why haven't we got the job done? So long
as agriculture is to be the playing field for
a political football game and subject to
pressures political, we will have difficulty
arriving at a sensible solution.
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The most interesting suggestion we have
heard is the one to create a Federal Farm
Board somewhat in the image of the Federal
Reserve Board and thereby ultimately re-
move the uncertainty and unpredictable
outcomes of the political football contests
from year to year.

Meanwhile, back at the ranch—so let's get
down to business. Agriculture in Oregon
and the Pacific Northwest is a leading in-
dustry and an economic spearhead of our
regional economy. This will be true for
many years to come. The large areas of crop-
land—rangeland combined with our God-
given resources of water, rainfall, and grow-
ing climate dictate that the best economic
use of these resources is agriculture—will be
agriculture. Generally, in the early years
of developing natural resources the emphasis
of the developer is on turning the resource
into the simplest form of cash. Certainly
a worthy objective. Two good examples of
this historical economic tendency is our
timber industry and agriculture. The tim-
ber industry, for nearly a hundred years has
cut and sold logs and sawed lumber for cash,
Only recently has the complete utilization
and further manufacturing operators come
into the Pacific Northwest field. Today the
cash sawmill operator and lumber seller is
in a status quo if not declining position.

The agriculture industry of our Pacific
Northwest has for nearly 100 years placed
emphasis on growing cash crops. The vast
dryland grain areas produce grain to be sold
for cash. The hay man produces hay for
cash. The main proportion of our agricul-
tural land area has been utilized to produce
the most effective immediate cash crops.
There are signs that “immediate cash crop”
economics is not adequate to sustain a grow-
ing agriculture in the Pacific Northwest.
This Is particularly true of our dryland grain
areas of the Pacific Northwest. Only so much
grain can be sold in the form of cereal-bread
food products. The export market has been
using vast quantities of our grain exported by
Government subsidy. World markets for
grain are totally controlled by state of gov-
ernments. There is no such thing as a world
free market. Each nation is aggressively en-
couraging their own farmers to produce—
the technological revolution is just starting
in these foreign countries, many of which
have been paying out dollars for our cash
crops.

So, meanwhile back at the ranch, I sit
owning (through no astuteness on my part—
I just had a good father and mother who
worked like the devil and successfully gam-
bled a lifetime on farming)—so I sit owning
1,000 acres of real good dryland grain area.
I get a crop of grain off this land every
other year. The property tax takes approxi-
mately $8,000 out of each crop. This is all
right if I can expect a reasonable opportunity
for (1) a ready market for my grain produced
and (2) a market which will pay me a price
that represents reasonable parity with the
wage levels demanded by labor and prices
charged by industry in the United States.
In order to meet these requirements it seems
obvious—almost elementary, dear Watson—
that we must change some of our agricul-
tural production and marketing concepts.
The basis of America’s meat rich diet is grain.
We, here in the Pacific Northwest, must wake
up and get busy converting our grain, grass,
and fiber into meat animals as a means of
keeping a balanced, healthy, and growing
agricultural economy for our area. The fol-
lowing statements, facts, and figures illus-
trate the basic economics involved:

1. The farmer and his community get more
of the consumer’s retall food dollar when the
farmer and his community produce, fatten,
and market meat animals as compared %o
producing and selling cash crops.

2. Livestock can convert and concentrate
about 7 pounds of dry matter feed (grain,
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grass, hay silage, concentrates) into 1
pound of highly nutritious animal foods.
Thus, each meat animal is a small local
factory capable of using the local products
of our soil and converting these to a product
our people want, need, and use.

3. In the United States the per capita con-
sumption of cereal grain products as a food
has been declining for over 40 years. The
flour-food milling industry of the Pacific
Northwest today uses less than 10 million
bushels per annum of Pacific Northwest
produced wheat. One county, our Umatilla
County, can produce this amount of wheat.

4, Seventy percent of the cereal grains pro-
duced in the Pacific Northwest are now de-
pendent on foreign export market use—or
Government storage.

5. The total poultry and livestock ac-
tivity of the Pacific Northwest has not ma-
terially changed in over 30 years. Yet the
population of the area has increased tre-
mendously in those 30 years.

6. The Pacific slope States import approxi-
mately 80 percent of the pork consumed by
their populations. The State of Washing-
ton ships in from other areas about 20 per-
cent of the beef consumed in the State of
Washington.

Since the war years, our major agricultural
industry in the Pacific Northwest—grain
production—the best and often only eco-
nomic resource use of vast dry land areas
awakened to find that: (a) it had lost
ground in the cereal food market; (b) had
missed its share of the growing meat animal
markets in the area; (c) was almost solely
dependent on Government price and export
programs; (d) had no future plan or pro-
gram (independent of Government action)
for changing the pnicture.

Our people started looking for answers.
There is a logical, sound, economic solu-
tion to this Pacific Northwest area produc-
tion and marketing problem. The Pacific
Northwest iz well located and endowed with
all the baslc resources necessary to com-
petitively produce meat. The present area
populations of California, Oregon, Washing-
ton, and Idaho provide a substantial market
at our back door. The future growth of this
area's population can provide a growing mar-
ket for the products of our land through
meat animals.

Let’s take a quick look at the economics
of this area market. The annual per capita
consumption of flour and cereal products in
this Nation is only about 145 pounds per per-
son and declining. The per capita consump-
tion of meat is about 190 pounds per year
and going strong. When I eat 190 pounds
of meat a year—which I like—I am consum-
ing roughly 755 pounds of grain—more than
I will ever eat in the form of flour or cereal
products. The following illustrates the
point:

Annual per capita meat consumption con-
verted to pounds of grain

|
Annual per
capita meat
consumption | Pounds of
dressed grain
weights,
pounds)
L e e T e 85 340
Pork_.. 65 334
Chicken. 28 57
Rorkey. ooy 7 20
Lamb and mution 5 4
b ) Rl A S 190 755

This 75656 pounds of grain which you and
I eat annually in the form of meat animals
is equal to about 14 bushels of grain per
person.

Now let us apply this average (14 bushels)
figure to populations of the States of Oregon,
Washington, and California and see how
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many bushels of grain are now belng con-
sumed in these States annually in the form
of meat animal products:

Bushel | Grain con-
Btate Population | factor sumed
(bushels)
LE v ) I 14 | 24,761,618
Washington 14 | 39,994,
California. ... 14 | 220,040, 856
o el | IS by e 284, 747, 470

Most of us are astounded when we see the
size of annual grain consumption via meat
products, After surprise, we become non-
plussed to learn that our Pacific Northwest
agriculture or California's agriculture is not
deriving the main benefits from this eco-
nomic activity. No, we are exporting our
dollars to buy meat products to be shipped
in to us. As we import these meat products
from other areas we are buying their grass,
their hay, their grain, their fiber, their
processing, their labor, their services—and
letting our economic opportunities go hang.
It has been estimated that the importation of
meat animals and finished meat products into
the States of Oregon, Washington, and Cali-
fornia presently amount to an annual whole-
sale processed value of some $500 to $600
million a year. The Pacific Northwest farm-
er, businessman, professional man, and la-
boring man cannot afford to ignore these
sound, simple economics if we wish to have
a balanced, growing, profitable area economy.

Why isn't someone doing something about
all this? Someone is. For the past 8 to 10
years there has been a well sustained growth
and interest in livestock enterprises. Sub-
stantial investments have been made by in-
dividuals and companies. For example cash
farm marketings from animal products in
5 years (1956-61) doubled in Umatilla
County, going from $6 million to $12 mil-
lion. Cattle feeding mushroomed, the turkey
industry took new hope, and people started
back into the hog business. Things went
along well until some 15 months ago the
emergency feed grain legislation and the at-
tendant farm program legislative squabbles
resulted in our Pacific Northwest feed grain
prices being consistently $10 to $16 per ton
higher than feed grain prices in other major
feed grain livestock areas. These differences
which are the result of the administration
of Government programs and policies are in-
equitable and unfair to our area feeders. Our
livestock feeders cannot exist and consist-
ently pay $10 to $16 per ton more for their
raw product—feed grain—than their compet-
itors in the Midwest.

‘We took this serious problem to Secretary
Freeman a year ago and his department
recognized the problem and instituted a tem-
porary milo release program last fall which
enabled our feeders to exist last year. How-
ever, the problem is back with us again—
like a biting sow.

Oregon State University and Washington
State University have prepared complete eco-
nomic studies documenting the seriousness
of our position. The congressional delega-
tions of the three Pacific Northwest States
have functioned as a group. We have had
fine assistance from our Oregon group with
Morsg, NEUBERGER, GREEN, and ULLMaN tak-
ing special Interest. 'We have tied many of
the agricultural grain, livestock, and poultry
interests together in a Pacific Northwest
Feed Grain & Livestock Council. On August
2, representatives of this council along with
Senators MoRrsE, NEUBERGER, MAGNUSON,
Jacksown, and Congressmen ULLMaN and May
personally presented our documented case to
Orville Freeman, Secretary of Agriculture.
We are now waiting for the Secretary to make
his administrative decislon on what will be
done, if anything, to correct our inequitable
situation. In the meantime, our Pacific
Northwest turkey, broiler, and hog indus-
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tries are precariously hanging on the verge
of ligquidation. This must not be allowed to
happen.

This is another major example like the
lumber industry problem, and the Hanford
project where the logical production and
marketing economics of an area get ham-
strung under the political and administrative
procedures of Federal legislation and pro-
grams.

The answer is obvious that the people and
interests of the Pacific Northwest must de-
velop awareness, then we must unite, and
finally stand up and fight.

I would like to summarize what I have
said today. Agriculture is the Nation's big-
gest industry. Its productivity has exceeded
that of labor and industry. For this ability
to produce its reward has been lower prices
at the farm and lower profits for the farmer.
Declining prices in food products at the farm
level has materially offset rising prices in
other segments of our economy. This larg-
est industry must become profitable if we
expect our national economy to remain
healthy.

Removing people from the farm and plac-
ing agriculture in a totally free production
and marketing economy will not result in a
healthy, profitable agriculture. Government
direction, action, and control in some degree
is necessary.

Agricultural policy in this Nation must be
removed from the political foothall field so
that Government direction, action, and nec-
essary controls can be based upon sound eco-
nomic reasoning to arrive at what is good
for agriculture, our people, and our Nation.
Commodity problems and concepts must be
considered. Area production and marketing
concepts must be fairly evaluated.

Agriculture in the Pacific Northwest is and
always will be one of our major industries.
There is no other way to better use our large
areas of crop and range lands. Our agricul-
ture cannot grow unless we can market what
we produce profitably. The Pacific North-
west agriculture cannot continue to depend
s0 heavily on shipping primary raw products
out of the area.

In every way possible we must upgrade
these products by processing within the area.
We need those jobs—we need those markets.

Conversion of Pacific Northwest grain,
grass, hay, and fiber intc meat animals
to become the chief meat-producing region
of the west coast offers tremendous economic
opportunities for all of us.

We must base our position on logic and
sound economic reasoning. We must be
prepared and able to make our position
known and r . 5o much will depend
on the attitudes and actions of our leader-
ship of the various segments of the Pacific
Northwest area. Now is the time for all good
leaders to come to the ald of our great
Pacific Northwest in the full development
and use of our God-given natural resources.

Meanwhile back at the ranch, we are like
sitting ducks on “Lake Federal” waiting for
the decision on adverse feed grain price re-
lationships which have largely been created
by Government action and hence have to be
corrected by Government action.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, it is my
hope that the Secretary of Agriculture
will follow where the facts lead and will
recognize through positive action on the
part of the Department the fairness and
equity of our case.

In any event, I strongly urge that be-
fore final action is taken by the Depart-
ment that the Secretary will give most
careful consideration to this latest brief
from a very responsible spokesman for
the livestock industry of the Pacific
Northwest.

The very least, it would seem to me,
that the Department should do would
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be to indicate to our poultry and live-
stock producers what price relationship
between barley and corn must obtain be-
fore the Government will take action.

It may be argued that feed grain prices
have broken slightly in the past month or
weeks. It is my understanding that this
is & normal drop for this time of year.
The important point, however, is that
our turkey, poultry, hog, and livestock
producers must know with reasonable
certainty what the Government plans to
do so that they can plan their own oper-
ations. I gravely fear that, unless de-
partmental policies are changed, far too
many will be forced out of business.

Northwest feeders must have an equal
opportunity to purchase feed grains at
prices which are not higher than the
normal price differentials of Midwest
corn and milo.

The result of the feed grain program
during the past 2 years has been near
disastrous for Northwest feeders. It will
become a major disaster if nonnormal
price relationships continue.

I feel, and so do our farmers, that un-
til the underlying inequity is corrected
it will not be possible to place our live-
stock, turkey, and poultry industries
upon a sound basis. The dollar of farm
income, as I have often said, rings in the
cash registers of Main Street through-
out our region, as elsewhere. We should
not continue to place, by Government ac-
tion, an inequitable burden upon our
Pacific Northwest farm people, who,
after all, are trying to bring our towns
and cities nourishing food at reasonable
prices. An equitable feed grain policy
for the Pacific Northwest can be a strong
economic tool to achieve this desirable
end.

Mr. President, at the heart of the con-
troversy which has arisen over the feed
grain problem is a very delicate sub-
ject. It is a subject which in my judg-
ment must be discussed in the open. It
is a subject which may place me in con-
flict, but I hope not in controversy, with
the Department of Agriculture. I speak
not alone. I speak for other Senators
and for Representatives from the Pacific
Northwest.

I wish the Secretary of Agriculture,
Mr. Orville Freeman, to take note of
what I say on the floor of the Senate
today. We in the Pacific Northwest do
not feel that we are receiving fair, ade-
quate, and proper consideration of the
feed grain program in the Pacific North-
west as it affects the livestock and the
poultry feeders of our country.

I have listened to the Secretary's
staff members express their rationaliza-
tions up to now on the Department’s
do-nothing policy with regard to this
subject. However, the Secretary of Agri-
culture and his assistants cannot change
the law of mathematics. They cannot
make two and two equal anything but
four; nor can they change the fact that
adding nothing to nothing still ends with
nothing.

The delicate problem to which I refer
is that the policy of the Department of
Agriculture with regard to the feed grain
discrimination against the Pacific North-
west results in nothing but favoritism to
the storage interests of the Middle West,
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to the defriment of the feeders of the
Pacific Northwest.

It is news to me that the surplus com-
modity program of the United States
encompasses any plan to enrich the
storage interests of America. I had
always thought that our aim so far as
the surplus commodity program in this
country is concerned, was to get it used.
Our object was not to store at great cost
to the taxpayers of the United States.

When the Department of Agriculture
does not give us the relief we need in the
Pacific Northwest to end the unfair dis-
crimination from which our feeders are
suffering, in comparison with the advan-
tages given to feeders in the Middle
West, it must be charged, as I now
charge the Department of Agriculture,
with a program which, in effect, favors
the storage people of the country.

The senior Senator from Oregon is
taking the position, in speaking for the
congressional delegations of the Pacific
Northwest, that we must get milo out of
storage. We want to get this milo into
the feed troughs of the Pacific Northwest
so that our feeders can, at the least,
compete on an equal footing with Kansas
City, Chicago, Des Moines, and other
great feedlot centers of this country.

We are confronted with an unfair dis-
crimination of from $7 per ton up of
discrimination favoring the Middle West
feed lots. In recent times, as reported
by Mr. Hill, this has risen to $18 per ton
and has been consistently at a $10 to
$16 a ton level.

So I say once again to the Secretary of
Agriculture: “Take a look at the facts
and follow where they lead. I am well
aware of all the pressures that come
from the Midwest. I am well aware of
the powerful lobby of the storage houses
of America, which are making millions
of dollars from storing surplus grains,
I am aware that they like to get the grain
stored in order to collect from the Amer-
ican taxpayers what amounts to a huge
waste of taxpayer dollars.

“However, Mr. Secretary, you cannot
justify continuing this discrimination
against the feed lot operators of the
Pacific Northwest. We are entitled to
have some of the surplus milo and other
feed grains shipped to the Pacific North-
west to be made available at fair prices
to our feed lot producers. We should
not be everlastingly told that we must
continue to compete against Kansas
City, Chicago, Des Moines, and other
feed lot centers of this country, with a
handicap of well over a $7 per ton, plus,
adverse differential because of the poli-
cies of the Department of Agriculture.”

Our feed lot producers have submit-
ted the evidence which supports the
choice that I recommend. As between
keeping the grain in storage and put-
ting it into livestock and poultry, the
choice is a clear one. We should use it
to feed our livestock in order to provide
a better diet for our people.

When we put the milo or other grain
into our feed lots, we are putting it into
greal private enterprise institutions. It
will come as a surprise, I am sure, to the
American people generally—and I am
not so sure, although we tried to make
it clear, that this will not come also as a
surprise to some people in the Depart-
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ment of Agriculture—that the States of
Washington and Oregon do not produce
all of their own meat supply. A large
percentage of the meat supply of the
Pacific Northwest is shipped into the
Pacific Northwest as finished product.

“But,” people say, “Mr. Senator, 1
thought Oregon was a great cattle rais-
ing State. I thought that Washington
also raised much cattle.”

Both States, are, but we still both re-
main economic colonies of the East and
of the Middle West. We are still great
raw material States, not finished prod-
uct States. We still suffer great eco-
nomic discrimination. We have fought
for years, for example, to bring to an
end the freight differential of the Pacific
Northwest, which puts us at an economic
disadvantage with many other parts of
the country.

What happens? Our feeder cattle,
our young stock, is shipped from Wash-
ington and Oregon into the feed lots of
the Middle West.

After slaughter in the packinghouses
of the Middle West, the finished car-
casses are shipped back across the coun-
try. They come back to Oregon and to
‘Washington, thus supplying us with a
large share of our meat requirements.

I am waiting for agricultural eco-
nomists in the Department of Agricul-
ture to justify this economic waste. I
maintain that it cannot be justified. We
could feed our own feeders and finish
our own meat supply if we were to re-
ceive some help on this problem.

The Department of Agriculture has a
responsibility to see to it that this kind
of economic discrimination is brought
to an end. We ought to have the
right, and the opportunity, on an equal,
competitive basis, to finish our own live-
stock in our own feed lots. We ought
not to have our thousands and thousands
of heads of feeders shipped for fatten-
ing into the Kansas City, Chicago, Des
Moines, and other Midwest feed lot areas,
only to be shipped back to us as finished
carcasses.

We are asking only for an equal and a
fair break on the feed grain problem.
It can be done. It has happened on a
couple of rare occasions in certain emer-
gencies. It happened once when a few
thousand tons of milo were shipped to
the Pacific Northwest. I told the Secre-
tary of Agriculture, when it happened
more than a year ago, that this action
was of great benefit to us. I recall one
other occasion when some milo was
shipped to the southeastern part of the
United States. It was a sound program
then; it would be a sound program if
renewed now.

As I enter this caveat today, I say
to the administration that there, in my
judgment, is an opportunity to do some-
thing about the cost of storage of sur-
plus grain. Here is a way to do some-
thing to stimulate the private enterprise
system by seeing to it that the surplus
grain program of the Government does
not work an economic injustice to every
feed lot operator and every turkey and
poultry producer in the Pacific North-
west.

I am sorry I have found it necessary
to come to the floor of the senate to make
so strong a statement as I have made

23447

this morning. Ihave tried to avoid doing
so, because for many weeks we have
tried to have the problem settled in the
Department of Agriculture on a nego-
tiated basis.

It is not the fault of the Secretary of
Agriculture; he is very much concerned
with many other matters. But I say,
most respectfully, that we feel it is the
fault of the staff in lower echelons of
the Department of Agriculture. I want
them to know that the senior Senator
from Oregon does not know what it
means to accept a brush-off. I say to
the Secretary of Agriculture that I do
not intend to accept a brush-off on this
issue. I intend to take the issue to the
country in the weeks immediately ahead.
I shall continue to ask the Department:
When will you start to give common jus-
tice to the feedlot operators, the hog,
poultry, and turkey producers of the
Pacific Northwest?

STORM DAMAGE TO OREGON

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, begin-
ning yesterday afternoon and continu-
ing much of last night, a storm of hur-
ricane proportions, possibly unequaled in
the history of my State, ravaged not only
Oregon but other parts of the Pacific
Northwest. Exceptionally heavy damage
was done in my State. It is not yet
known what the total amount of dam-
age is or what the total loss of life or
number of casualties will be, although I
have been greatly relieved to receive, in
the last long-distance telephone call, the
information that the estimated loss of
life is less than 25, Long-distance tele-
phone calls have been received from
Oregon for many hours, so we pray and
hope that the estimate is correct. There
is no way of knowing yet the number
of persons who have been injured.

I was told in the latest message that
all the telephones are “out” in the south-
ern part of Oregon. I have been trying
to reach my hometown to learn the ex-
tent of the damage there, but telephonic
communications with that area have not
vet been established. However, accord-
ing to reports which have been relayed
from that area to Portland, the damage
apparently has been pretty much limited
to the loss of buildings. In some areas,
such as Junection City, major fires have
occurred. Several lumber mills in my
county have burned down. There has
been a severe loss to the power utilities
and a great loss by way of damage to
automobiles, personal property, and
trees. This morning the Governor de-
clared that part of the State to be a dis-
aster area.

I express my appreciation to the ad-
ministration for the cooperation I have
received this morning, for I presented
this problem early this morning to the
White House, where it received the atten-
tion of Mr. Ralph Dungan. I asked that
he proceed to initiate whatever Federal
procedures are necessary to determine
what, if any, Federal assistance can be
given to the disaster area in my State.
I am sure that upon a determination of
the facts, the Federal Government will in
this instance, as it has been in the case
of any other disaster or tragedy which
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has struck our country, be of every as-
sistance as the law allows. I have given
that assurance to the people of my State.
However, I wished to make a statement
on the floor of the Senate at this time,
so that there would be public knowledge
of the fact that we are all working to-
gether in an endeavor to provide such
assistance as is possible.

My counsel has just handed me a news-
ticker dispatch which corrects a figure
given me in the latest long-distance tele-
phone call. I am sorry to have to re-
port that, according to this dispatch, the
estimated loss of life has been increased.
The Associated Press dispatch from
Portland, Oreg., reads, as follows:

PoORTLAND, OREG—A howling storm with
wind gusting to more than 100 miles per
hour left at least 26 persons dead and a
broad band of devastation along the west
coast today.

That made a 2-day toll of 35 killed by
successive storms, with 13 dead in Oregon,
11 in California, 8 in Washington, and 3 in
British Columbia.

National Guard units and all available
police were on duty in the Portland area to
curb looting, which began after the wind
smashed hundreds of store windows yester-
day.

The fury of the storm was felt as far as
125 miles inland, where it was finally blunted
by the Cascade Mountains.

At one time three trains were reported
missing between Seattle and Portland. It
turned out they were delayed by trees and
debris on the tracks, but with all communi-
cations out, it took hours to locate them.

A storm of this kind in my section of
the country is really unheard of. In my
years in Oregon, I do not recall a storm
having winds which reached a velocity
of more than 100 miles an hour. I men-
tion this item on the floor of the Senate
today on behalf of the people of my
State, the Governor of my State, and
other Government officials. I wish to
express appreciation to the Federal Gov-
ernment for the cooperation which is
being extended to us and for whatever
assistance can be given to us to alleviate
the suffering and the losses which the
people of my State are undergoing in
this tragedy.

The PRESIDING OFFICER
MeTrcaLF in the chair).
pleasure of the Senate?

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(Mr.
What is the

FACILITATION OF ENTRY OF CER-
TAIN ALIENS—CONFERENCE RE-
PORT

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
submit a report of the committee of
conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of
the House to the bill (S. 3361) to facili-
tate the entry of alien skilled specialists
and certain relatives of U.S. citizens,
and for other purposes. I ask unani-
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mous consent for the present considera-
tion of the report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
report will be read, for the information
of the Senate.

The legislative clerk read the report.

(For conference report, see House
proceedings of October 12, 1962, pp.
23421-23422, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the report?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the report.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, as
passed by the Senate, S. 3361 provided
for the admission in a nonquota status
of certain skilled aliens whose services
are urgently needed in the United States
and of certain close relatives of U.S.
citizens, and also provided authority for
the Attorney General to create a record
of lawful admission for permanent resi-
dence in the United States in the cases
of certain aliens who entered the United
States prior to December 24, 1962.

Sections 1, 2, and 3, as agreed on by the
conferees, are identical to both the Sen-
ate version and the House version of the
bill.

Section 4 of the bill, as agreed on by
the conferees, is in the nature of a sub-
stitute for the provisions contained in
the Senate version of the bill which
would have permitted the Attorney Gen-
eral to create a record of lawful admis-
sion for permanent residence in the cases
of certain aliens who entered the United
States prior to December 24, 1952. Sec-
tion 4 now provides a procedure within
the framework of the suspension of de-
portation procedures presently con-
tained in section 244 of the Immigration
and Nationality Act. The aliens affected
will be granted substantially the same
relief that they would have received

* under the provisions of section 4 of the

Senate version of the bill, with a require-
ment that the action of the Attorney
General in suspending deportation be re-
ported to the Congress for approval.

Mr. EEATING. Mr. President, since
the distinguished majority leader has
already outlined this measure, I shall
take only a few minutes of the Senate’s
time to discuss it.

I must express my regret that the
measure is not more comprehensive. It
serves to emphasize the great impor-
tance of having, early in the next session,
a thorough consideration of our immi-
gration statutes, in order to remove from
them certain discriminatory features
and in order to help unite families
which today are separated because of
some of their harsh provisions.

Under the bill now before us, it is my
judgment, Mr. President, based on reli-
able estimates, that a total of 7,000 aliens
in the first preference or skilled special-
ist category, will be permitted to enter
the United States freed of quota restrie-
tions; or, if they are already in the
United States on a temporary basis, they
will be eligible to have their status ad-
Jjusted to that of permanent residents.

In the fourth preference group, some
have said that approximately 16,000
alien relatives of American citizens will
be able to come to this country. Mr.
President, I would just like to stress that
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this 16,000 estimate is based on the num-
ber of fourth preference aliens who are
on consular waiting lists with a registra-
tion date prior to March 31, 1954. The
mere fact of their registration on the
list, plus their eligibility under this bill,
will not necessarily mean that the full
estimated number of 16,000 will actually
come to America. Among the names
registered so long ago on consular lists
are those who have since died, moved, or,
for one reason or another, simply
changed their mind about emigrating to
the United States. In my considered
opinion, not more than 10,000 to 12,000
of those eligible under this bill will ac-
tually derive its benefits. I stress this,
not by any means to belittle this bill,
which I think is much needed, but fo
show how, relatively speaking, we are
dealing with a mere trickle of immigra-
tion in passing stopgap measures as this.

Mr. President, as this bill passed the
Senate 8 days ago, section 4 of the bill
amended present section 249 of the Im-
migration and Nationality Act by chang-
ing from 1940 to 1952 the cutoff date of
entry for persons eligible for certain ad-
ministrative relief. In the other body,
an amendment was offered and agreed
to, striking this section 4.

In its stead, the other body agreed to
a second amendment inserting a new
section 4 in the bill relating to the pres-
ent Bureau of Security and Consular Af-
fairs in the State Department.

I am happy to say, however, that the
conferees in behalf of the other body
were persuaded to recede from this
amendment, and their reasonableness in
this regard is to be commended. I am
confident that when the House amend-
ment treating the organization of the
Bureau of Security and Consular Affairs
comes before the appropriate Senate
committee in the due course of orderly
legislative process, it will receive fair
consideration and will stand or fall on its
own true merits.

The conferees of both bodies also be-
lieved it desirable to restore to this bill a
section permitting adjustment of status
for certain aliens illegally in the United
States. Instead of the amendment to
section 249 which was contained in sec-
tion 4 of this bill as it was passed by
this body, the conferees agreed upon an
amendment to the present section 244
of the act. No person who would have
been eligible for administrative relief un-
der section 249 as the Senate proposed
and amended it, would be excluded from
consideration for relief under section
244 as the conference report now pro-
poses to amend it. Section 244 as
amended would permit aliens who have
been physically present in the United
States for 7 years, or, in more serious
cases, for 10 years, to apply to the At-
torney General for a suspension of
deportation as under present section 244.
The alien would have to show a specified
degree of hardship to either himself or
his spouse and children if he were to be
deported as required by law. Should the
Attorney General believe the application
meritorious, he would recommend sus-
pension of deportation to the Congress
as under present law, and the Congress
by resolution could approve the recom-
mendation, suspend the alien’s deporta-
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tion, and adjust his status to that of
permanent residence.

Mr. President, I would have personally
preferred a suspension of deportation
provision which would have made avail-
able to those eligible a completely ad-
ministrative remedy, rather than bring-
ing the Congress itself into the process.
I do not see any reason for the Con-
gress, when enacting legislation of a
general nature in the immigration field,
to inject itself into its administration on
a case-by-case basis. Such a procedure
simply makes for unnecessary labor
within the respective committees of the
Congress—almost as much labor, indeed,
as would be involved if the problem were
to be handled through private bills,
which presumably the general legisla-
tion is designed to curb or eliminate.

The conference amendment to section
244 does have at least one advantage
over the earlier Senate-passed amend-
ment to section 249. Section 249, as the
Senate proposed to amend it, would have
applied only to aliens who entered the
United States prior to December 24, 1952,
The conference version of section 244,
on the other hand, has continuing future
applicability to any alien who can satisfy
either the T- or the 10-year physical
presence requirement in addition to the
other criteria for suspension of deporta-
tion. On balance, this continuing ap-
plicability of section 244 persuades me
that the conference proposal is certainly
not so objectionable that it should stand
in the way of approval of this conference
report.

I believe all those who worked to ob-
tain enactment of this measure in these
last days of the Congress deserve com-
mendation. There was every likelihood
until very late in the session, that no im-
migration bill would be considered by
the Congress before adjournment. This
would have been most unfortunate and
I am very pleased that at least this
measure has been approved. It does not
begin to resolve all of the inequities in
the present law, but there is no doubt
that it will provide relief in many worthy
cases.

I therefore urge approval of the report.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
I join the Senator from New York in his
statement in regard to this measure. As
one who joined in the introduction of a
number of immigration bills, particularly
for the purpose of making it easier to
modernize the quotas which were estab-
lished in the period from 1920 to 1960, I
believe Congress has done very little to
make it more possible for the relatives
of American citizens to enter this coun-
try. The other day I spoke on this
madtter.

I take this occasion to join the Sena-
tor from New York in hoping that the
1st session of the 88th Congress will con-
cern itself with making the necessary
improvements in our immigration laws.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.

The report was agreed to.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a gquorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.
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‘The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

THE STORY OF CHAVEZ RAVINE

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the Recorp “The Story of the Chavez
Ravine” in the city of Los Angeles, Calif.
It was originated in 1830 by Julian
Chavez, a 27-year-old New Mexican, who
went to the Pueblo of Los Angeles that
year.

There being no objection the story was
ordered to be printed in the REcorp, as
follows:

THE STORY OF CHAVEZ RAVINE

Chavez Ravine in Los Angeles takes its
name from Julian Chavez, a young New
Mexican who came to the Pueblo of Los
Angeles in the 1830's.

Chavez probably arrived late in 1835—as
indicated by the old city archives—the year
Mexico honored the pueblo by making it a
city (ciudad) and the capital of Alta Cali-
fornia. The 1836 census listed Jullan
Chavez, gave his age as 27, and his occupa-
tlon as laborer.

In Chavez' time, to get a lot or a small
farm, a man went to the city council—then
called the ayuntamiento—and asked for a
specific plece of vacant land. Los Angeles,
having been founded in 1781 as a Spanish
pueblo, was by law the owner of four square
leagues of land centering at its plaza. The
city, accordingly, was the chief source of
land for the townsmen. Councilmen spent
most of their time hearing petitions from
the land-hungry or passing on reports from
its land committee to which most of these
petitions were referred.

Young Chavez was ambitious. On arriv-
ing in town he tried to get land for agricul-
tural purposes. His first request was turned
down though soon afterward in 1836 he got
a town building lot. He was not discouraged
and kept on with his agricultural petitions.
He worked hard to get the council of the
1830's to say *yes,” for the name of Julian
Chavez was well sprinkled through the pages
of the old archives devoted to the doings of
the councll in Mexican days.

Finally he got his land, which ultimately
became known as Chavez Ravine. At first the
people called it “Corralitos” because of the
small corrals for his cattle and horses, which
he installed there—following a New Mexican
custom little known to Californians,

At this time Los Angeles was the hub
of the ranches, the trading and social center
of the southern California cattle country.
To its plaza all roads led, bringing in fast-
galloping horsemen and slow-moving, ox-
drawn carretas filled with women shoppers
from the ranches which ringed the pueblo.
From Chavez Ravine it was a short horseback
ride on Eternity Street to get to the plaza,
the shops, and the fandangos.

As the years went by, Julian Chavez ac-
quired many friends and held several small
offices, such as substitute auxiliary alecalde
and judge of the waters. Finally, in 18486,
he became a regldor, that is, a councilman.
Now he could help pass on land applications
himself. So important a man as Chavez
could even get a rancho, too, and, with a
friend named Leonardo Cota, high up in
government circles, he was given a 6-league
grant, the Rio de las Animas. Gov. Pio
Pico was the donor, on behalf of the Mexican
action—though, alas, the claim was later
rejected by the United States.
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The great excitement of 1846, however, one
that caused the council to adjourn for over
6 months, was the raising of the American
flag over Monterey on July 7 by Commodore
Sloat of the U.S. Navy. This signaled the
end of Mexican rule in California. Under
the military government that was set up by
the United States, local government was
encouraged to continue as it had been doing.
So, the Los Angeles Ayuntamiento (city
council) tock heart and resumed the normal
activities of assigning land and settling all
of the town’s troubles and disputes.

It was In 1849, during the period of mili-
tary rule, that the councilmen, somewhat
Americanized, decided to sell their land in-
stead of giving it to the settlers. Also, their
treasury was empty. Under the rules laid
down by the military, however, Los Angeles
couldn't go into the real estate business and
sell any of its unappropriated 4 square league
area without reference to a map. The town
had no map and no man capable of making
one. Lt. E. O. C. Ord, of the U.S. Army, was
assigned to the surveying job. He came up
with the town's first map. It covered the
heart of the 4 square leagues. It showed
blocks, lots, vineyards, cornfields, and such
streets as the Street of the Grasshoppers,
Bull Street, Short Street, the Street of the
Virginia, and Eternity Street. The last
named highway led from the plaza to the
pueblo’s old tery and p d the en-
trance to Chavez Ravine. The ravine itself
got into Ord’s plcture and was included in
the hilly area of the map’s upper right
corner,

In April of 1850 the American form of
government in Los Angeles County was orga-
nized. Later, municipal government was
reformed along American lines, with mayor
and council taking the place of alcalde and
ayuntamiento. In the same year, too, Cali-
fornia became a State in the Union. When
the Federal census of the city of Los Angeles
was taken that year, Julian Chavez was
listed as a farmer, with a household of 13.
His real estate—Chavez Ravine—was valued
at $800.

RESPONSIBILITIES OF CITIZENSHIP

Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware. Mr,
President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp at this point
a statement prepared by the Senator
from Illinois [Mr. Dirksen], containing
a message from Mr. Herman H. Pevler,
president of the Wabash Railroad, to its
employees, dealing with the responsibili-
ties of citizenship.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR DIRKSEN

The strength of our country lies in its
business leadership as well as in public life,
An example of the type of leadership which
this country needs if our representative
form of government is to continue is Mr.
Herman H, Pevler, president of the Wabash
Rallroad. In the Banner, a publication sent
by the Wabash to its employees, Mr. Pev-
ler's message to his fellow employees is:

“We are again approaching general elec-
tions, at which time Americans everywhere
will exercise one of thelr most sacred pre-
rogatives—the right to choose their repre-
sentatives in local, State, and Federal Gov-
ernment.

“However, in years past, the record shows
that off-year elections have inevitably re-
sulted in an extremely light voter turnout,
perhaps because the glamour and dynamics
of a presidential choice were not present.
This to me is traglc since the men we select
to represent us at these levels of government
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strongly influence the day-to-day operations
of our great country.

“No citizen should make the error that
his or her vote won't be missed; the sum
total of those ‘won’'t he missed’ votes can
turn the tide in any election.

“In addition to casting a ballot, all Amer-
icans should become active in the political
party of their choice and work diligently in
support of the candidates they feel are best
qualified for public office. Too often the se-
lection of legislators and public servants is
left in the hands of a few precinct politi-
clans. This invariably results in unhealthy
political alllances.

“It is a great privilege to be an American,
but with this privilege goes certain respon-
sibilities we can't afford to ignore. Putting
men of merit in public office is one. I urge
all Wabash employees to fulfill their respon-
sibility by going to the polls and voting for
the candidates they feel are best qualified to
serve.”

CRITICISM OF BRITISH POLICY

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, yes-
terday, in an address delivered at Llan-
dudno, Wales, British Foreign Minister
Lord Home spoke in words disturbingly
reminiscent of Neville Chamberlain’s ill-
fated phrase “I have brought home peace
with honor.” Incredible as it may seem,
Lord Home emphasized with pride
Britain’s role in the unsatisfactory Lao
settlement, which, even as he spoke, was
being further undermined by the com-
plete refusal of the Communist forces
to heed its terms. We have kept our
agreement in regard to Laos; but the
Communists—as was to be expected—
have completely ignored their commit-
ments, To consider this Lao agreement
anything more than a face-saving ges-
ture, an umbrella against a hurricane,
another Munich pact in Asia, is to mis-
take the wish for the reality.

Furthermore, Mr. President, at the
same time that Lord Home was taking
credit for the futile Allied gestures in
Laos, the British Government was ask-
ing the U.S. Government to protect
British shipping in the Caribbean, so
that British magnates can continue
reaping the profits of trade with Castro.
Whereas, other NATO allies on the whole
have been understanding of the need to
curtail Castro’s source of supply, the
British and some of their Commonwealth
associates have persistently put their
own dollars-and-cents advantage above
any other consideration. Just as there
were British merchants who did not hesi-
tate to sell arms and equipment to Hitler
in the thirties, just as the British last
year did not hesitate to sell Viscounts to
Red China, and just as the British have
consistently transgressed or weakened
the COCOM restrictions on strategic
trade with the Communists, so, too, in
the Cuban trade situation, short-run
gain is apparently put before long-range
international objectives.

According to reports in the press, Lord
Home gratuitously insulted the United
States by telling a story about a young
boy who was coming up an escalator the
wrong way. According to Lord Home, he
told the boy, “You cannot do that,” to
which the boy replied, “But I am an
American.” Lord Home then told his
audience, saying he drew no moral, “I
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turned him round and I put him back on
the right and proper road.”

I am afraid it is the British, who in my
judgment, have been traveling the wrong
road. We would be in serious trouble, in-
deed, if we followed the suggestions of
Lord Home about the proper road to
travel.

I was incensed when I read this report
of Lord Home's speech. I am still angry
about it. But I want to make one thing
clear. As one who fought in two World
Wars side by side with British men and
officers, I know there are no more coura-
geous, determined, or resourceful fighters
than the British. And if I had to choose
anyone with whom to stand with my
back against the wall in a last-ditch
struggle for survival, I would not hesitate
to make that stand with a Britisher.
When the chips are down, they are al-
ways superb.

But my point is this, Mr. President, the
American people would prefer to meet
and defeat communism without first
placing our backs to the wall and throw-
ing our chips to the ground. There is no
reason why at this point we should con-
tinue to negotiate ourselves into a dead-
end alley where the only alternative is
complete surrender or all-out war.
There are many other courses we can
take today with regard to Cuba, Asia,
trade with the Communists, Berlin, and
other points of conflict with the Com-
munists which will strengthen our hand
and, in my judgment, make all-out con-
flict less, not more, likely. But such a
policy demands more than mere nego-
tiation and wishful thinking. It requires
allied cooperation, and even economic
sacrifice.

Mr. President, we are not playing tid-
dlywinks with the Communists. We are
involved in a serious and dangerous cold
war struggle. We cannot afford to lose,
and the kind of hesitetion, gentleman’s

agreement, and timid diplomacy which .

played such a large part in bringing on
World War II is even more out of date
today than it was a quarter of a century
ago. In facing the Communists, we must
fight fire with fire and give up the dan-
gerous habit of confusing the form and
appearance of international agreement
with the real substance of international
security which we have so far been unable
to achieve through diplomatic method.

SOVIET OIL OFFENSIVE

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, the
severity of the threat posed to the secu-
rity of this country by the Soviet oil of-
fensive was graphically emphasized this
week with the release of a report by
the National Petroleum Council. This
group is an advisory body to the Federal
Government, and its membership in-
cludes 80 men who are leaders in the
field of petroleum production, transport,
and sale. Eighteen months ago, the
council was asked by the Department
of the Interior to make a factual study
of the effects on the free world of the
exports of oil from the Soviet bloc. A
working committee, headed by George T.
Piercy, of Standard Oil, and Robert Ebel,
of the Department of the Interior, has
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produced a voluminous, well-documented
report which can only be described as
startling.

The committee found that the Soviet
Union is the repository of vast untapped
oil reserves, and that crude oil produc-
tion is increasing rapidly and far ex-
ceeding all official Soviet plans. Fur-
thermore, the Russians are stepping up
their ability to export petroleum by
building a major pipeline system which
they would not have been able to com-
plete thus far without obtaining mate-
rials from the free world. West Ger-
many, Italy, and Sweden alone will
supply 40 percent of the entire require-
ments of the Soviet 7-year plan for 40-
inch pipeline.

Our allies are also cooperating in this
expansion by building Russian deep sea
oil tankers in Western countries. The
Soviet tanker fleet will be practically
self-sufficient by 1965, and two-thirds of
the new tonnage will have been sup-
plied by the free world. It is indeed
surprising that the Russians seem to
be surpassing even their own production
estimates in this field, and distressing
that the nations of the free world have
formulated no coordinated plan to meet
the offensive.

Soviet bloc exports to Western Europe
have grown, and in the estimation of the
committee which has just produced this
important report, Soviet bloc exports
will continue to grow. This politically
motivated trade offensive has three seri-
0us consequences: :

First. It reduces the revenues of the
oil producing nations of the West.

Second. It enables the Communists to
obtain strategic goods and technology in
return for oil, from the industrialized
nations. S

Third. It enables the Soviets to exert
political pressure on underdeveloped
countries which become dependent upon
receiving Soviet oil.

In recent months, I have spoken out
many times in an effort to alert the
country to this very real danger. It is
gratifying that this long-awaited report
was finally released, and I commend the
National Petroleum Council, and the
members of the committee for their ex-
cellent presentation. Perhaps this re-
port will serve to awaken the public and
government officials to the harsh facts.

On October 26, the Senate Internal
Security Subcommittee will meet in New
York to hear testimony relating to trade
with the Soviet bloc. It is my hope that
the witnesses at the hearing will be able
to give us additional information on this
oil problem in particular. With this ob-
jective in mind, the subcommittee staff
is preparing to receive testimony from
some of the men who compiled this ex-
cellent report.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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RECESS

Mr, MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
move that the Senate stand in recess,
subject to the call of the Chair.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1
o'clock and 20 minutes p.m.) the Senate
took a recess, subject to the call of the
Chair. At 2 o’clock p.m., the Senate re-
assembled, when called to order by Hon.
Lee MeTcaLF, a Senator from the State
of Montana.

DESIGNATION OF ACTING PRESI-
DENT PRO TEMPORE

The legislativ2 clerk read the following
letter:
U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMFPORE,
Washington, D.C., October 13, 1962.
To the Senate:
Being temporarily absent from the Senate,
I appoint Hon. LEE METCALF, a Senator from
the State of Montana, to perform the duties
of the Chair during my absence.
CARL HAYDEN,
President pro tempore,

Mr. METCALF thereupon took the
chair as Acting President pro tempore.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had agreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H.R. 12900) making appropriations for
certain civil functions administered by
the Department of Defense, certain
agencies of the Department of the In-
terior, the Atomic Energy Commission,
the St. Lawrence Seaway Development
Corporation, the Tennessee Valley Au-
thority, and certain river basin commis-
sions, for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1963; that the House receded from
its disagreement to the amendments of
the Senate numbered 4, 13, and 18 to the
bill and concurred therein, and that the
House receded from its disagreement to
the amendment of the Senate numbered
2 to the bill and concurred therein, with
an amendment, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The message also announced that the
Speaker hac affixed his signature to the
following enrolled bills, and they were
signed by the Acting President pro
tempore:

H.R.6371. An act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954 with respect to the
limitation on retirement income, and with
respect to the taxable year for which the
deduction for interest paid will be allowable
to certain building and loan associations,
mutual savings banks, and cooperative
banks;

H.R.8260. An act for the relief of Dr.
Walter H. Duisberg;

H.R.8517. An act to grant emergency of-
ficer's retirement benefits to certain persons
who did not qualify therefor because their
applications were not submitted before May
25, 1929; and

H.R. 10501, An act for the relief of Eenyon
B. Zahner,
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PUBLIC WORKS AUTHORIZATION
BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, I submit a
report of the committee of conference
on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendment of the Senate
to the bill (HR. 13273) authorizing the
construction, repair, and preservation of
certain public works on rivers and har-
bors ' for navigation, flood control, and
for other purposes. 1 ask unanimous
consent for the present consideration of
the report.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The report will be read for the
information of the Senate.

The legislative clerk read the report.

(For conference report, see House pro-
ceedings of October 12, 1962, pp. 23400-
23408, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.)

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the report?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the report.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, the report
was agreed to by all the conferees, and is
signed by all members of the conference
committee.

The conferees carried on extensive and
intensive deliberations, and reached an
agreement which will make it possible
to carry forward projects which are ex-
tremely vital to the improvement and
strengthening of our economy.

There were a number of projects on
which hearings had not been held on the
House side, and on which the House con-
ferees could not agree. The Senate
receded very reluctantly on these proj-
ects; but we have received a commitment
from the managers on the part of the
House that the Committee on Public
Works of the House will hold public
hearings as soon as practicable after the
next Congress convenes, on the follow-
ing projects which were considered by
the conferees, and are not included in
this conference report. They are Cape
Fear River basin, N.C.; Flint River, Ga.;
the South Fork of the Cumberland River,
Ky., and Tenn.; Knowles Dam and Res-
ervoir, Flathead River, Mont.; Burns
Creek Dam and Reservoir, Snake River,
Idaho; Waurika reclamation project,
Oklahoma ; Savannah River-Duke Power
Co., South Carolina and Georgia; and
Trotter's Shoal Reservoir, Savannah
River. )

Mr. President, I refer to page 48 of the
conference report as presented to the
House by Mr. Davis of Tennessee, a copy
of which is on the desks of Senators, for
the statement of the managers on the
part of the House, as follows:

EARLY HEARINGS

The managers on the part of the House
made a commitment that the Committee on
Public Works of the House would hold pub-
lic hearings as soon as practicable after the
next Congress convenes on the following
projects which were considered by the con-
ferees and which are not included in this
ccnference report: Cape Fear River basin,
N.C.; Flint River, Ga.; the South Fork of the
Cumberland River, Ky. and Tenn., Knowles
Dam and Reservoir, Flathead River, Mont.;
Burns Creek Dam and: Reservoir, Snake
River, Idaho; Waurika reclamation project,
Oklahoma; Savannah River-Duke Power Co.,
South Carolina and Georgia, and Trotter's
Shoal Reservoir, Savannah River.
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There will also need to be a considera-
tion with respect to basin authorizations,
and perhaps other projects will be avail-
able for consideration by that time—
early in 1963.

In that regard, the total cost of the
projects contained in the bill as passed
by the Senate was $3,692,200,800. With
the reductions made, the conference re-
port provides for a total monetary au-
thorization of $2,260,220,000, and would
authorize some 207 projects.

The largest item taken out of the bill
in the conference was the sum of
$900,300,000 from basin authorizations.
However, with the exception of the Los
Angeles River basin, in California, there
is enough remaining authorization from
the Flood Control Act of 1960 to cover
the appropriations made in the ecivil
functions appropriation bill, 1962, for the
fiscal year 1963.

With reference to the Los Angeles
River basin, the appropriation in the
current civil functions bill exceeded the
existing authorizations by $3,700,000.
Therefore, the only basin authorization
contained in this bill is the $3,700,000
for the authorization required to cover
the appropriations in the current ap-
propriation bill for the Los Angeles
River basin.

The situation now is that before the
Civil Functions Appropriation Act for
1963 can be considered and enacted,
to provide the necessary funds for the
orderly continuation of the projects in
the several basins, additional authoriza-
tions will have to be made. It was the
belief of the Senate committee—and
it was approved by the Senate—that
since it was so late in 1962, it would be
the part of wisdom to include in this
bill additional basin authorizations: and
that was done to the extent of approxi-
mately $900 million. That was one of
the items—and the largest one—taken
out of this bill in conference. It does
not mean that the authorizations will
not be passed. They will have to be
passed next year, ahead of next year's
civil functions appropriation bill.

However, the House conferees insisted
that those basin authorizations be
deleted from this bill; and that was
when they gave the assurance that early
in 1963 they would hold hearings and
would initiate proceedings, early in the
session of Congress next year, for the
passage of legislation including not only
the additional basin authorizations
which were taken out of this bill, and
which will be required next year, but
also they agreed, as I have stated, to
hold hearings on these additional proj-
ects which were deleted from this bill.

Therefore, it is quite apparent that,
while the conference committee reduced
the amount provided in the bill from
$3,692,200,800 to $2,260,220,000, the net
result is that the difference between the
two amounts will, of necessity, and in
accordance with the commitment of the
members of the House Public Works
Committee, be before the Congress for
its consideration next year.

With that explanation, I ask for ap-
proval of the conference report.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The question is on agreeing to the
conference report,
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Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, KERR. I yield to the Senator
from Kentucky.

Mr. COOPER. The Senator from
Oklahoma referred to the agreement
made by the House conferees that hear-
ings would be held early next year upon
various projects, including Devils Jump,
which were not included in the bill re-
ported by the conference. If was agreed
also that these separate projects will be
considered early next year in connec-
tion with the river basin projects, and if
approved will be included in an omnibus
bill, which will be acted upon by the
Congress in 1963.

Mr. EERR. In the same bill that
would provide additional river basin au-
thorizations; that is correct.

Mr. COOPER. I note that river basin
projects are not referred to in the para-
graph on page 48 captioned “Early hear-
ings.” I am sure it was an oversight.

Mr. KERR. The Senator from Okla-
homa does not regard it as an oversight.
I think it was by reason of the fact that
the managers on the part of the House
took it for granted that Senators and
Members of the House of Representa-
tives both knew existing authorizations
were about exhausted, and that of neces-
sity legislation would be required early
next year for additional basin authori-
zations. I think they had in mind to
make clear and a matter of record their
assurance that there would be hearings
on the projects which were eliminated
from the bill but which had been listed.

Mr. COOPER. I am sure that the
Senator's description of the situation is
correct. The projects listed in the state-
ment of the House managers, and not
included in the bill reported by the con-
ference, if they should be approved by
the House or Senate Public Works Com-
mittee, would become part of the omni-
bus bill which will have to be considered
next year.

Mr. EERR. As the Senator from Ken-
tucky is so well aware, because he spent
so many days in the hearings of the
committee, the projects which have been
set forth in detail and which were de-
leted from the bill were all fully justi-
fied and shown to be worthy and meri-
torious by the reports of the wvarious
Government agencies—the Chief of En-
gineers, the Rivers and Harbors Board of
the Corps of Engineers, the Bureau of
Reclamation, and the Bureau of the
Budget; and certainly they will be just
as meritorious and worthy next year.

It will be the purpose of the Senator
from Oklahoma, as chairman of the
Subcommittee on Flood Control and
Rivers and Harbors, along with other
members of the subcommittee, including
the Senator from Kentucky, who is the
ranking Republican member, to hold
hearings when the bill comes to be con-
sidered, and to include such projects in
whatever authorization act we have next
year.

Mr. COOPER. Let me say, on behalf
of myself and the Senator from Hawaii
[Mr. Fonc], that we are very grateful to
the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, KERR]
for his leadership—and to the chairman
of the committee, the Senator from New
Mexico [Mr. Cuavez]l—as well as to the
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Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Ran-
porpe] and the Senator from Michigan
[Mr, McNamagal, for their valiant labors
during the conferences with the House
to uphold to the very end the Senate
version of the bill. They did all it was
possible for them to do to secure its adop-
tion, and we thank them.

Mr. JORDAN of North Carolina. Mr.
President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. KEERR. I yield to the Senator
from North Carolina.

Mr., JORDAN of North Carolina.
While we were very much disappointed
that we did not get the Cape Fear project
in the bill, I am very grateful to the
Senator from Oklahoma for the fine work
he and his colleagues did in obtaining an
agreement with the House conferees to
hold hearings on the project next year,
so it may be included in another bill. I
want to thank every one of the Senators
for the fine service they rendered. I
know what they were up against. No-
body could have done more than they
did. I am deeply grateful to every mem-
ber of the conference committee on the
Senate side, and I have no quarrel with
Members of the House who were in the
conference, because they were under or-
ders and they did all they could do.

I appreciate the courtesy extended to
me in letting me come into the confer-
ence and explain the project I was in-
terested in, with the hope that I might
be of help. It was not very helpful, but
I thank Senafors for their courtesy.
With the agreement that has been made,
we have assurance that this project will
be considered next year, when the hear-
ings will be held, and it can be passed
on then, It is a fine project.

I appreciate the fine work done by the
Senator from Oklahoma, as well as the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McNAMARA],
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr,
RawnporpH], the Senator from EKentucky
[Mr. CooreEr]l, and the Senator from
Hawaii [Mr. Fongl.

Mr. EERR. I am very grateful to the
distinguished Senator from North Caro-
lina. It was with the deepest regret
that the Senate conferees receded on the
Cape Fear River basin project in North
Carolina.

It had been approved by every Mem-
ber of the North Carolina delegation in
the House of Representatives except one.
It had been vigorously fought for by the
two great Members in the Senate from
North Carolina. It had been approved
by the Governor of North Carolina. It
had been approved by the Chief of En-
gineers, the Board of Rivers and Har-
bors in the Corps of Engineers, and the
Bureau of the Budget. It had a cost-
benefit ratio of 2.5 to 1.

It developed that there was a road
block in the form of a commitment in the
Public Works Committee of the House to
one member of the delegation in the
House of Representatives from North
Carolina that the project would not be
accepted until further hearings had been
held by the House Public Works Com-
mittee. The Senate conferees, not only
with reference to this project, but with
reference to the others that were deleted
from the bill, were confronted with the
simple proposition of accepting the posi-
tion of the House and deleting those

October 13

projects or not having a bill this year.

So it was impossible to keep those proj-

ects in the bill. When we received

assurances of the managers of the bill
on the part of the House of Represent-
atives, being the majority of the mem-
bers of the subcommittee of the House
committee handling rivers and harbors,
that hearings would be held on these
projects early next year, the Senate con-
ferees reluctantly receded in order that
there might be a bill to bring to this

Chamber.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. KERR. I yield to the Senator
from South Carolina.

Mr, THURMOND. Mr. President, I
thank the distinguished Senator.

Mr. President, we, the citizens of
South Carolina, are disappointed that
the Duke project dam on the Savannah
River, which had the approval of all the
necessary Government agencies, which
had been included in the House passed
bill, and which also was included in the
Senate passed bill, was deleted from the
bill in conference.

I thank the distinguished Senator for
the assurances he has given that early
hearings will be held on this subject in
January, or as soon thereafter as pos-
sible,

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp, following the re-
port by the chairman of the conference
committee on the part of the Senate,
which the Senator has made, the news
release on this matter that I issued,
dated October 12, 1962,

There being no objection, the news
r'elease was ordered to be printed in the
REcoRD, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR STROM THURMOND, OF
SOUTH CAROLINA, ON RIVERS AND HARBORS
AUTHORIZATION Bni, OctoBer 12, 1062
I am disappointed that the conferees threw

out the Duke Power project approval, It
would cost the Government nothing. In
fact, it would greatly benefit South Caro-
lina and Georgia in both construction jobs
and permanent employment. This $280 mil-
lion project by private enterprise would be
the largest steam power generating plant
in the world and would pay annual national
taxes of approximately $10 million, approxi-
mately 87 million to the State and approxi-
mately $1 million to Anderson County.

The conferees did give some indication
that we might be able to win approval of the
Duke project early next year. I will cer-
tainly work toward accomplishing this goal.

I was pleased that the conferees eliminat-
ed from the bill the Trotter's Shoal project.
It has been estimated that the cost would
be $78.8 million, but as usual with power
projects, the final cost could run to more
than $100 million. It would help create a
desert for industrial development in the
upper western part of South Carolina by
eliminating many fine industrial sites. In
fact, former Senator Charles E. Daniel says
that. at present this area provides some of
the best Industrial sites in this country.

While the Duke project had the approval
of all necessary Government agencies, the
Trotter's Shoal project did not have such
an approval.

In addition to all this, the Trotter's
Shoal project would hlock the construction
of a $50 to $80 million paper plant opera-
tion near Calhoun ¥Falls, In addition to
the many jobs this plant would provide, its
operations would result in greatly increas-
ing the price of pulpwood in this area of
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South Carolina and Georgia where tree farm-
ing is the principal farming pursuit.

Mr. THURMOND. I also ask unani-
mous consent to have printed in the
REecorp a statement by Mr. W. B. Mc-
Guire, president of Duke Power Co,, be-
fore the Subcommittee on Flood Control
of the Committee on Public Works of the
House of Representatives in August 1962.

There being no objection, the statement
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

STATEMENT oF W. B. McGUIRE, PRESIDENT OF
Duxe Power Co., BEFORE THE SUBCOMMIT-
TEE o FLoop CONTROL, COMMITTEE oN Pus-
LI¢ Worxks, U.S. HoUSE oF REFRESENTATIVES,
AvcusT 1962, H.R. 6789
My name is W. B. McGuire. I live in

Charlotte, N.C., and am president of Duke

Power Co. Personally, and on behalf of my

company, I wish to thank the committee for

the opportunity of presenting some facts
which I hope will assist the committee in
its deliberations upon HR. 6789 which is
presently before you.

PURPOSE OF APPEARANCE

Duke Power Co. proposes to construct a
steam-electric generating plant on the
Savannah River, in the area of Middleton
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Shoals, between the Clark Hill and Hartwell
Federal hydroelectric projects. In connec-
tion with this plant it will be n

to build a diversion dam across the Savannah
River, for which congressional approval must
be obtained. It iz through H.R. 6789, intro-
duced by Congressman Dorw, of South Caro-
lina, in whose district the project would be
built, that we seek this authorization, Our
diversion dam across the river would be
partly in Georgia in the district of Congress-
man STePHENS, and we have kept him fully
advised of our plans.

DUKE POWER CO.'S PROPOSED STEAMPLANT

Duke Power Co.'s proposed steamplant
would be located on the northeast bank of
the Savannah River in Anderson County,
8.C., at river mile 206.7, about 8 miles below
Hartwell Dam, and immedlately upstream
from the Sanders Ferry Bridge. The initial
installation will contain two steam-electric
generating units, each of at least 350,000
kilowatt capacity, but the site will be de-
veloped for the ultimate installed generating
capacity of some 2 million kilowatts.

While there may be plants of this size in
existence at the time of ultimate completion
of Duke Power Co.'s plant, it is Duke's un-
derstanding that, today, a steam-electric gen-
erating plant of this capacity does not exist
in the world. The following statistics with
respect to this plant may be of interest:

2,000,000-kilo- | 700,000-kilo-
watt steam- | watt initial
plant 2 units

Construction gost8. . —cocoeoccooccaacaiaaiasn- - $280, 000, 000 $01, 000, 000
Aa?wal cost of operation and maintenance, including payroll but less fuel. $2, 500, 000 $1, 150, 000
‘Annual cost of fuel, including local railroad deliVery - -—------z-zn-s €26, 000,000 | $9, 100, 000
‘Annusl local and State taxes, estimated on FPC basis. .. $7, 450, 000 $2, 420, 000
Annual Federal income taxes estimated on FPC DasIS. oo eomn e $9, 240, 000 £3, 000, 000
Installed ggaolty (kilowatts)......-------- e 2, 000, 000 700, 000
Annusl production (kilowatt-hours)-__.. 10, 000, 000, 000 | 3, 500, 000, 000
Armual coal 186 (FONS) oo cammm e e cdmaeaae e 3, 500, 000 1, 220, 000
Daily conl 056 (BONS) - o oo o e e s 9, 500 3, 300

While mentioning the economics of our
plant, I would note for the committee, that
the entire South Carolina congressional dele-
gation—both Senate and House Members—
support this legislation. The South Caro-
lina General Assembly on February 8, 1962,
adopted a concurrent resolution strongly
supporting this project and memorializing
the Congress to authorize its construction
as soon as possible, In addition, the Gov-
ernor of South Carolina and the South Caro-
lina Development Board strongly support
this bill.

NECESSITY FOR AND FUNCTION OF DAM

Steam-electric generating plants require
large quantities of water for condensing
steam. In connection with Duke Power's
proposed plant, a diversion dam across the
Savannah River is necessary to provide suf-
ficient storage to reregulate the nonuniform
flows to be discharged from Hartwell hydro-
plant. Our dam will be a relatively low
structure. It Is a retaining wall only and
will not be used to generate hydroelectric
power. The pond created by this diversion
dam will have a surface area of only 1,500
acres.

To condense the steam, river water will
be drawn from the pond created by the diver-
slon dam and will be returned to the river
downstream from the dam. In passing
through the condensers, the water's tem-
perature will be raised some 13° to 18° F,
depending upon operating conditions.
After discharge from the powerhouse, the
warmer water will, under the most adverse
weather conditions, be cooled by natural
processes to normal temperature by the time
it travels a relatively short distance down-
stream from the steamplant.

In addition, the diversion dam will act as
a thermal barrier to separate the intake
and discharge points of the plant's cooling
water system. Without this barrier, if a

Grovernment hydroelectric project is built in
this stretch of the river, warm water dis-
charged from the condensers would recir-
culate to the intake, be drawn into the
plant, and reduce the plant's efficiency.

COMPARABILITY OF DUKE POWER'S PLANT WITH
GOVERNMENT DEVELOPMENT

Several plans have been proposed for de-
velopment of the stretch of the Savannah
River between the Clark Hill and Hartwell
projects. In 1959 the Army Engineers con-
sidered the construction of two projects,
Carters Island and Goat Island. After re-
study, the Army district engineer on Febru-
ary 9, 1962, recommended that a single proj-
ect, Trotters Shoals, be built to impound
the entire reach of the river between Clark
Hill and Hartwell.

Duke has kept the Army Engineers ad-
vised of its plans for the Savannah Rlver
plant as they have developed, and has had
numerous conferences with both the district
engineer in Savannah and the division engi-
neer in Atlanta.

If no Federal dam is built, Duke's pro-
posed steam plant requires only a diversion
dam with a crest at elevation 466 above mean
sea level, However, in order to make its
plant and the proposed Carters Island and
Goat Island projects compatible, Duke ad-
vised the Army Engineers of its willingness
to construct its diversion dam to elevation
475.

When Trotters Shoals was proposed, Duke
again met with the Army Engineers and re-
iterated its agreement to construct its dam
to elevation 475, which is the elevation rec-
ommended by the Army Engineers for Trot-
ters Shoals. Although this additional
height on the Duke Dam is not needed for
its project, Duke will assume this additional
cost to achieve compatibility between Its
plant and Trotters Shoals, should Congress
authorize the construction of Trotters Shoals.
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TIME SCHEDULE OF CONSTRUCTION

Duke Power Co.'s construction program
calls for initial operation of the first unit of
850,000 kilowatts of the Savannah River
plant about July 1, 1967, with the second
unit to commence operation about 1 year
later. Further units will be added as needed
to meet system requirements up to a maxi-
mum plant capacity of about 2 million kilo-
watts.

To begin operation on July 1, 1867, con-
struction of the dam and steamplant must
begin approximately 3 years earlier, about
July 1, 1964. Before construction of the dam
and plant can proceed, a railroad must be
built to the site to bring in the necessary
construction materials. This plant site can
be served by more than one railroad. Con-
struction of the railroad must begin on either
March 1, 1963, or January 1, 1964, depending
upon what railroad connection shall be built,

ARMY ENGINEERS HAVE NO OBJECTION TO BILL

H.R. 6789 is patterned after Public Law 68,
enacted by the 80th Congress, 1st session,
May 16, 1947, authorizing Duke Power Co. to
construct a diversion dam across the Dan
River in Rockingham County, N.C. H.R. 6789
was submitted to the Chief of Engineers in
Washington, D.C.,, and contains the only
suggestion made by the Chief of Engineers,
which was the insertion in line 21, page 2, of
the words “or downstream.”

By letter of August 24, 1961, the Depart-

ment of the Army advised the House Com-
mittee on Public Works that it had no objec-
tion to the passage of this bill, saying in
part:
“It is considered that the proposed Duke
Power Co. dam would not materially affect
future development of the water resources of
the streamas planned. In any event, the in-
terests of the United States are protected by
the provision in the bill requiring approval
of plans by the Chief of Engineers and Sec-
retary of the Army with such conditions as
they deem necessary and the provision re-
leasing the United States from all claims for
damages by reason of any Federal project up-
#tream or downstream from the proposed
dam.

“The Department of the Army interposes
no objection to the enactment of H.R.
6789.”

The bill grants Duke authority to con-
struct its plant on condition that its plans
are approved by the Army Engineers and pro-
hibits variance from the plans so approved
except with approval of the Army Engineers.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR VIEWS ON BILL

By letter of April 27, 1962, the Department
of the Interior presented to the committee its
views on H.R. 6780, The Department of the
interior has made what seems to us to be &
very unusual request. It is that they be
given authority to approve plans for our
structure. Historically the approval of plans
for structures in navigable streams of the
United States has always rested with the
Army Engineers. We have checked this mat-
ter through the office of Congressman DorN
who introduced this bill. He advises us that
he knows of no instance in which the Con-
gress has granted to the Department of the
Interior veto power over project plans, Con-
gressman DorN further advises us that he
made inquiry of the counsel to this com-
mittee and your counsel knew of no such
grant of authority.

We respectfully point out that were we to
be required to obtain approval of our plans
from both the Army Engineers and the De-
partment of the Interior, we would be placed
in & most difficult position. Such dual ap-
proval would be guite time consuming and
our time schedule is a tight one. But a
much more serious problems stems from the
fact that the Army Engineers and the De-
partment of the Interior may be in disagree-
ment as to the type of structure we should
build. The Army Engineers’ report on the
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proposed Trotters Shoals Government dam
calls for that project to be bulilt to elevation
475 feet above mean sea level with no pro-
vision for pumped storage at Hartwell Dam.
The Department of the Interlor wants Trot-
ters Shoals at 480 feet above mean sea level,
with provision for pumped storage at Hart-
well. These different views not only call
for different heights for our structure, but
a different design altogether. So long as this
difference exists between the two agencies, if
both must approve our plans, we are

in an impossible situation. We respectfully
urge this committee to leave the approval of
plans for our project with the Army Engi-
neers where this authority has heretofore
resided.

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION VIEWS ON BILL

By letter of May 18, 1962, the Federal
Power Commission commented upon H.R.
6789 to the committee. HR, 6789, as pend-
ing before the committee, contains a provi-
sion indemnifying the United States against
damages to our structure by reason of any
Federal development on the Savannah, This
is the same form of indemnity clause enacted
by the Congress in Public Law 68, 80th Con~
gress, authorizing us to construct a similar
dam for our Dan River plant in 1947. The
Federal Power Commission, however, sug-
gests an amendment which would give the
Federal Power Commission or other author-
ized agencies power to require Duke Power
Co. to remove its dam if it should ever inter-
fere with any Federal development on the
river. This to us seems a very harsh provi-
slon, especially when it 1s remembered that
the Engineers have full control over
the plans for our dam. To our knowledge, no
such has ever been enacted in an
enabling act of the type we seek. The Fed-
eral Power Commission did not suggest such
an amendment when it commented to the
Congress upon our Dan River bill.

The Federal Power Commission's report to
this committee cited legislation (61 Stat.
675) authorizing Pennsylvania Power & Light
Co. to bulld a dam in the Susquehanna River
as authority for the proposed FPC amend-
ment to HR. 6789. But that legislation was
not authority for the proposed amendment
because it did not require the removal of the
Pennsylvania Power & Light dam.

It is doubtful that Duke Power Co. could
borrow the millions of dollars we will need
for our steamplant were the FPC amendment
adopted. The bondholder's mortgage would
be of little value against a steamplant which
could be rendered useless by having its es-
sential cooling-water dam destroyed.

It is no answer to say, as the FPC amend-
ment suggests, that Duke Power Co. could
utilize the reservoir which caused Duke's
dam to be destroyed. We are sure that the
committee can understand our fear of hav-
ing a $280 million plant located upon a res-
ervoir over which we had absolutely no con-
trol. Such a reservoir might be drained for
work on its dam or power facilities, leaving
our stéeamplant without cooling water and,
therefore, useless, In addition, the location
of Duke's plant on the slack water of a
reservolr after removal of Duke’s dam would
permit recirculation of the warm water dis-
charged from the plant's condensers. This
would substantially reduce both the effi-
ciency and the capacity of Duke’s steam-
plant. S

‘When these factors are considered, we be-
lieve the committee will understand why we
cannot undertake this project if the con-
dition contained in the FPC amendment is
imposed.

We would like to leave with the committee
& memorandum covering the requested Fed-
eral Power Commission amendment. We
urge the committee to conclude that this is
& burdensome and unnecessary amendment,
and that the indemnity clause contained in
HR. 6789, and previously enacted by the
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Congress in 1947 for our Dan River plant,

is satisfactory.

WHY A DUKE POWERPLANT ON THE SAVANNAH
RIVER?

Duke Power Co. Hhas for many years
planned the eventual location of one or more
major generating plants on the Savannah
River, and long ago purchased substantial
areas of land on the river for this purpose.
Over 2,200 acres of the company’s land was
condemned for the Clark Hill Pederal project,
and over 3,600 acres for the Hartwell project.
On land remaining which it owns on the
Savannah, the company now proposes con-
structing the above-mentioned steamplant
We own substantially all of the land neces-
sary for our steamplant and its cooling
water reservoir,

Duke's entire area is served by an in-
tegrated system of high-voltage transmis-
slon lines. The company is now in the
process of completing a 230,000-volt trunk
transmission line system throughout the
area. Generation at any one point on the
system is fed iInto this interconnecting
transmission network and becomes a part
of the combined total production which is
used to supply the area. Generation by
Duke on the Savannah River would be fed
into this interconnected transmission sys-
tem. In addition, it should be noted that our
system will be interconnected with that of
Georgia Power Co., and the generation from
our Savannah River plant will also be a
valuable backup to that company.

The southwestern part of the company's
service area which is bounded by the
Savannah River has been undergoing rapid
industrial and population growth. This
area includes Anderson and Greenville, 8.C,
Present annual energy requirements within
the area are about 5.1 billion kilowatt-hours,
and it is expected that by 1970 the require-
ment of the area will have doubled. Ob-
viously, it is desirable that additional gen-
erating facilities be provided in this vicinity.

There is no other river in the south-
western portlon of the Duke area having
a streamflow sufficient to provide cooling
water for the 2 million kilowatt steamplant
Duke proposes for this area.

SUMMARY

In summary, Duke Power Co. calls special
attention to the following aspects of its
proposed plant:

1. The projected growth of the company’s
service area demands the location of a large
steamplant in the lower end of its system,
and the Savannah River is the only stream
capable of providing cooling water adequate
for the size of the plant required in this
portion of Duke's service area.

2. The proposed plant will be of tremen-
dous economic benefit to the area, both in
construction and operation. It will provide
jobs for many during construction and a
large annual payroll for operation; it will
consume approximately 3.5 million tons of
coal per year; it will produce a substantial
volume of taxes for both Federal and local
governments; and it will generate the large
quantities of firm electrie power which will
be needed for the industrial development of
the region. (This plant will support the
system of Georgla Power Co., as well as Duke
Power Co., through interconnections between
the two companies.)

3. The proposed plant will not prevent the
construction of the Trotters Shoals project
presently proposed by the Army Engineers,
should Congress decide to authorize it. For
the purpose of avoiding confiict between the
two projects, Duke Power Co., will be spend-
ing substantially more than its project would
otherwise cost.

4. The entire South Carolina congressional
delegation supports Duke's plant and H.R.
6789.

5. The plans for our plant must be ap-
proved in detail by the Army Engineers, who
have traditionally controlled structures In
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navigable streams. The granting of similar
approval authority to the Department of the
Interior is not necessary and would seriously
delay, if not prevent, construction of Duke’s
plant.

6. The Federal Power Commission’s sug-
gested amendment requiring Duke to remove
its dam under certaln conditions is not
necessary, has not been enacted heretofore,
and would prevent construction of this plant.

We urge the committee to give HR. 6789 a
favorable report in its present form which
has been approved by the Army Engineers.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. KERR. I yield to the Senator
from West Virginia.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, for
the record it should be said that the
chairman [Mr. Kerr] of the conference
committee on the part of the Senate has
indicated that there was an agreement
by the managers on the part of the
House that the hearings on the eight
projects which have been spelled out
here today would be held early next year,
possibly beginning in January. I think
it is important to indicate that the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma requested this
action on the part of the Public Works
Committee in the House. That was not
initiated by the managers on the part of
the House, but came from the Senate
request.

I believe it is factual to state to Sena-
tors who have an intense interest in cer-
tain projects that this was the desire and
determination expressed by the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Kerrl, the chair-
man of the conferees on the part of the
Senate. Others of us were privileged to
work with him, to insist that the House
hearings be held early next year. That
was the agreement entered into after
the initiative was taken by the Senator
from Oklahoma.

There were 13 days of hearings in the
Senate Subcommittee on Flood Control-
Rivers and Harbors and approximately
100 hours of testimony was heard.
Thorough consideration was given fo
these projects representing all sections
of the country. There are 17 members
of the Committee on Public Works
chaired by the experienced and effective
Senator CuHAvEzZ. Our subcommittee
consisted of the following: RoBERT S.
Kerr, chairman; Par McNAMARA, JEN-
NINGS RANDOLPH, STEPHEN M. YOUNG,
EpMUND S. MUSKIE, FRANK E. Moss, OREN
E. LonG, BENJAMIN A. SmitH II, LEE
METCALF, JOHN SHERMAN COOPER, HIRAM
L. Fong, J. CALEB BoGGs, JACK R. MILLER,
Mavurice J. MURPHY, Jr., and JAMES B.
PEARSON.

Several of these men presided over
hearings lasting 8 hours or longer. They
were patient and helpful in moving the
projects ahead, with the assistance of
the committee staff, and witnesses.

It is timely also to stress that often,
and mistakenly, such projects—almost
200 involved in this legislation—are re-
ferred to as “pork barrel” items. That is
& misnomer, The citizens of our country
should realize rather than pork barrel
projects, that these are projects def-
initely in the public interest. They con-
tribute to the national wealth, and
strengthen the economic base of the
country. They are dividend producing
projects.
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Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. KERR. I yield to the distin-
guished Senator from Alabama.

SPAREKMAN. Ihave listened with
a great deal of interest to the discussion
of the conference report. I know some-
thing of the task involved in bringing
about the settlement.

I have no interest individually in
those projects which have been left out.
I mean that they do not affect my State.
I am interested, of course, as a citizen
and as a Member of the U.S. Senate.

There is something which I think is
a little ominous contained in the state-
ment that the House conferees would
not accept the projects because the
House had not been able to hold hear-
ings on the projects, and that therefore
they were eliminated. It is true that we
have been given a promise of early hear-
ings next year.

My question is, are we moving gradu-
ally but surely into a position in which
the Senate cannot initiate portions of
legislation, based upon hearings the Sen-
ate holds? For instance, my under-
standing is that with respect to many of
these projects, and perhaps all of them,
the budget estimates were sent to Capi-
tol Hill after the bill had passed the
House, that those were before the Sen-
ate, and that the projects had been
cleared.

Is the Senate to be barred from any
initiative in legislative matters? Good-
ness knows, an apparent effort has been
made to bar the Senate on appropriation
matters from adding new items, and
from taking an initiative on its own
part. Is that to be extended to the leg-
islative field? If so, I am concerned.

I know that often, in the legislative
committees of which I am a member,
new matters are considered by the com-

mittees. Sometimes the Senate com-

mittees initiate and the Senate passes
legislation which goes to the other body,
and the committee in the other body adds
new material to the proposed legislation
after hearings held there. Does that
mean we have a right to object to that
process, because the Senate has not held
hearings?

My answer to the question, of course,
is in the negative. By the same token,
I do not believe that the House of Repre-
sentatives has the right to say that the
Senate cannot add projects to legislation
already passed by the House simply be-
cause the House has not held hearings
on those particular projects.

I wish to lodge one protest against any
such understanding as that, and I think
the Recorp ought to show clearly that it
is not our intention that that should be-
come a precedent which would rule in
the future.

I thank the Senator for yielding.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The question is on agreeing to the
conference report

The report was agreed to.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, I move to
reconsider the vote by which the con-
ference report was agreed to.

Mr. JORDAN of North Carolina. Mr.
President, I move to lay that motion on
the table.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore, The question is on agreeing to the
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motion to lay on the table the motion to
reconsider.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, with ref-
erence to the remarks by the distin-
guished Senator from Alabama, for
which I am grateful, because they call
to mind a matter about which consider-
able has been said and much more
thought, I wish to say that the Senate
added to the bill about 44 projects or
items relating to projects. There were
some three projects added in the action
by the Senate. Of these thus added by
the Senate, about 37 were kept in con-
ference. Therefore, I say to my good
friend that the Senate had a good deal
to say about what went into the bill.

In addition, we added provisions in the
bill concerning a new method of ap-
proach on beach erosion. We added a
new method of approach on implemen-
tation of recreation. A very significant
provision was added by the Senate Com-
mittee on Public Works in connection
with the handling by the Bureau of Rec-
lamation of the replacement of hichways
in multiple-purpose projects or water
resources projects.

The distinguished Senator will remem-
ber that in 1960, the Senate added provi-
sions to the omnibus rivers and harbors
and flood control bill which allows a new
formula for the Corps of Engineers as
to the replacement of highways in mul-
tiple-purpose projects and water reten-
tion reservoirs. Under previous pro-
cedures, which was more administrative
than legislative, the Corps of Engineers,
in the replacement of highway facilities,
would allow only enough money to re-
place the existing highway facility in
kind; that is, to the same specifications
as the existing roads.

We all know that these reservoirs are
built in areas where sometimes the high-
ways are 10, 15, 20, 30, and 40 years old.
When these roads were built, they were
built in accordance with the standards of
those days and more adequate to accom-
modate traffic of those days. But in
1960 we provided that the Corps of En-
gineers could pay the cost of their build-
ing of the new highways so that they
would be of standards adequate to ac-
commodate present day traffic needs.
Through an oversight we did not make
that rule applicable to the roads re-
placed by the Bureau of Reclamation in
connection with reclamation projects.
That situation was corrected in the bill,
and the same provision added for that
Bureau. There were additional provi-
sions which related to emergency flood
control work small flood control proj-
ects and measures which will be of great
help in developing our water resources
projects. I wish to pay special tribute
to our great chairman, the Senator from
New Mexico [Mr. Cuavezl, who provided
so much leadership in the development
of the proposed legislation, and the won-
derful staff of the committee, which
spent many weeks preparing for hear-
ings and assisting in the 13 days of hear-
ings that the Public Works Committee
had on the proposed legislation.

I pay special tribute to the members
of the committee who worked, in the
busiest time of the present session, long
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hours of the day, including Saturdays,
to get the bill ready to bring to the Sen-
ate; and to Senators who served on the
conference with the Senator from Okla-
homa, including the Senator from Mich-
igan [Mr. McNamaral, the Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. RanpoLprH], the Sen-
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Coorer]l, and
the Senator from Hawaii [Mr. Fonc]l.
Their service was faithful, devoted, and
of great help and benefit.

In connection with the hearings, the
present Presiding Officer [Mr. METCALF
in the chair] spent many days in con-
ducting the hearings, as did also the
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Ran-
poLPH], the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Younal, and the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. McNAMARA].

Mr. President, I wish to pay tribute to
the chairman of the House Rules Com-
mittee—a very great, honorable, and
highly respected gentleman.

The proposed legislation passed the
House and then the Senate very late in
the session, with certain differences. The
measure went back to the House. It was
apparent that if we were to accommo-
date our differences and have a bill, a
conference would be necessary.

The Senator from Oklahoma made the
statement about the distinguished chair-
man of the Rules Committee and about
the Senator from Oklahoma that they
were a couple of tough and rugged char-
acters. They were stubborn and of very
positive convictions and thinking. But
I respect stubbornness. I respect posi-
tive convictions., The distinguished Rep-
resentative from Virginia, Mr. Howarp
SmiTH, is one of the great public servants
of this period in our history. I hope he
lives long and continues in the service
of his country.

I do not agree with him on a number
of things. By the same token, he does
not agree with me on a number of
things.

Such differences do not reduce my re-
spect—indeed, my esteem and affection—
for him. But I wish to remind Senators
that due to the amount of influence or
the position that the distinguished chair-
man of the Rules Committee has, he
could have, for a considerable number of
days, either prevented a rule being given
that could result in a conference or cer-
tainly create delay. But he agreed to
the Rules Committee giving a rule and,
as Senators know, after that was done he
could have put it in his pocket for 10
days if he had wanted to. Determined
as he was to bring about certain results,
he still recognized the propriety and the
wisdom of permitting the legislative
process to have its way and in having a
conference.

The Senator from Oklahoma does not
blame him for having called the House
conferees in before he gave that rule
and asked them if they would stand firm
in reference fo certain projects in the
bill. If the Senator from Oklahoma had
had the positive convictions that the
chairman of the Rules Committee did
about these things, he probably would
have tried in some way—which perhaps
would not have been as apparent or as
highly publicized—to have gained his ob-
jective. But if the Senator from Okla-
homa had felt positive enough about it
and had arrived at the conclusion that
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the only way to accomplish his objective
was the way in which the distinguished
Representative from Virginia did it, he
might have done the same thing.

But I wish to say to his credit that he
made it possible this week for us to have
a conference, which ended yesterday.

I see by my calendar that yesterday
was Friday, October 12, which was an
historic day, Mr. President. It was the
anniversary of the discovery of America
by Christopher Columbus. That was a
more important event than a successful
determination of the conference. But I
wish to say that the conference termina-
tion and accomplishment was of great
significance and enhanced Columbus
Day. It certainly did nothing to cast
any eclipse or darkness upon it.

Therefore, Mr. President, I am deeply
indebted, as I believe the Senate is, to
the chairman of the committee, the
members of the staff, the House con-
ferees, the leadership of the House and
the Senate, and to the great Representa-
tive from Virginia, Judge HOWARD SMITH.

PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATION
BILL, 1963—CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I sub-
mit a report of the committee of con-
ference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H.R. 12900) making
appropriations for certain civil functions
administered by the Department of De-
fense, certain agencies of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, the Atomic Energy
Commission, the St. Lawrence Seaway
Development Corporation, the Tennessee
Valley Authority, and certain river basin
commissions, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1963. I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the re-
port.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The report will be read for the
information of the Senate.

The legislative clerk read the report.

(For conference report, see House pro-
ceedings of October 12, 1962, p. 23424,
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.)

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the report?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the report.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, as
everyone knows, the bill was handled in
the Senate by the distinguished Senator
from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER]. I pre-
sent the report due to the fact that the
Senator from Louisiana is necessarily
absent today. The conference report was
signed by all the conferees of the Senate
who participated in the conference.

At the conclusion of the conference,
our chairman, the Senator from Louisi-
ana, stated that he felt that, consider-
ing the bill as a whole, the Senate had
fared very well in our conference with
the House. With respect to general in-
vestigations, the conference figure of
$17,870,300 is $1,308,400 over the amount
approved by the House, and $1,322,000
under the Senate figure. I believe, with
one or two exceptions that were taken
care of this afternoon in the other body,
the Senate conferees did very well in
maintaining a large number of the proj-
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ects which the Senate provided for dur-
ing the consideration of the bill.

The Senate added 21 new starts under
“Construction, general.” In the floor ac-
tion in the other body, to which I re-
ferred a moment ago, two additional new
construction starts, previously approved
by the Senate, were restored to the bill.
The bill, therefore, provides for 18 out of
the 21 new starts added by the Senate.

It is unnecessary to say that the Sen-
ate conferees, especially our distin-
guished chairman, the senior Senator
from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER] would
personally have liked to have seen all
of the Senate amendments saved in the
conference.

I might say that our chairman and
the members of the conference com-
mittee—but particularly the chairman,
who has more familiarity with the bill
than any other individual in Congress—
waged a very valiant fight in conference
to save these projects.

Generally speaking, the House sent us
a good bill this year. As you will recall,
for the past few years the House has
inserted some new unbudgeted construc-
tion projects. This year's projects, on
examination by the Senate committee,
proved to be desirable, and the com-
mittee approved their inclusion, as we
have done with similar projects in years
past.

In a few minutes I intend to move
that the Senate concur in the House
amendment to the Senate amendment
No. 2. Senators will recall that when
the supplemental appropriation bill was
before the Senate, certain items were
inserted in the bill which had not been
agreed to in the conference report on
the bill.

One item under “Construction, gen-
eral,” was in actual disagreement. That
is the item which pertains to a budgeted
item of $205,000 for the completion of
planning on the Cross Florida Barge
Canal. The House did not approve the
item originally. It had a budget esti-
mate and was inserted in the bill by the
Senate.

The chairman of the House conferees
moved that the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the
Senate No. 2, and agree to the same.
That amendment would have made the
general construction figure $791,585,000.

That motion was defeated by a rollcall
vote in the House. A substitute motion,
which was next in order under the Rules
of the House, was then made by Repre-
sentative Sixes, of Florida, to provide
$792,845,500. This would include all the
funds contemplated in the motion of-
fered by the chairman of the House Ap-
propriations Committee, plus the fol-
lowing items:

The item in disagreement, which was
the Cross Florida Barge Canal, for
which the budgeted amount is $205,000,
to complete the planning for the proj-
ect. The next item was Calumet Harbor
and River development in Indiana and
Illinois, $110,000. Kaskaskia River, in
Illinois, $100,000. Then the Columbia
and Lower Willamette Rivers below
Vancouver, Wash., and Portland, Oreg.,
$100,000. The Blue River Reservoir,
Oreg. $500,000. The Yaquina Bay and
Harbor project, Oregon, $200,000. Also
$50,000 to initiate planning on the Port
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Arthur Bridge over the Sabine Neches
Waterway, Tex.

The total amount involved in the so-
called Sikes motion was an increase of
$1,265,000. This amount was agreed to
by a voice vote. The total construction
item was, therefore, increased by that
amount. That means that the amount,
as it comes before us now, is $792,845,-
500.

Therefore, I move that the Senate
agree to the conference report. That
will leave in disagreement the amend-
ment to which I have referred.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The question is on agreeing to
the motion of the Senator from Georgia.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL, I yield.

Mr. CHAVEZ. In the supplemental
appropriation bill there is contained an
item of $1,450,000 for the Navajo Reser-
vation Irrigation District. What hap-
pened to that project?

Mr. RUSSELL. I assume that that
item is still in the supplemental appro-
priation bill. Objection was made to
laying down the bill before the other
body, and the House has not considered
the request of the Senate for a confer-
ence on that bill. The item is included
in the supplemental bill. The other
body, however, so far has not permitted
the bill to go to conference. As the Sen-
ator knows, the Senate Committee on
Appropriations approved that project.

Mr. CHAVEZ. That is right.

Mr. RUSSELL. I regret that it has
not been laid down in the other body,
but that is a matter which is wholly be-
yond the control of this humble servant,

Mr. EEATING. Mr. President, let me
give just one example of the effect of
not acting on the supplemental appro-
priation bill. Contained in the supple-
mental appropriation bill is a provision
for payment of $30 million to the eivil
service retirement and disability fund to
finance the annuity benefits and in-
creases provided for in the Postal Service
and Federal Employees Salary Act.
This is one of the measures the President
frequently refers to in listing the achieve-
ments of this Congress. Yet unless this
$30 million payment is made, this provi-
sion of the act will be completely ineffec-
tive. It will be a hoax and anyone ex-
pecting an increase will be bitterly dis-
appointed. This is a performance that
can only be called shameful.

The argument will be made that the
funds can be appropriated next year.
But what guarantee is there that the
same squabbling which has prevented ac-
tion now would not pervent action next
year? And if this increase is justified,
why should the beneficiaries have to wait
months before it is paid? There are no
satisfactory answers to these questions.
We will simply be breaking faith with
those who thought that starting in Jan-
uary 1963, they would be getting the in-
crease they were promised and deserve
under this legislation.

We must take steps early in the next
Congress to reform the procedures of the
House and Senate. The appropriation
process we are now following has broken
down. There are simply too many op-
portunities for obstruction under the
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present system, and these opportunities
have been fully exploited. The wasted
motion, the duplication, the attitude of
rule or ruin, has made it impossible for
Congress to act on the fiscal problems of
our Nation in any orderly or sensible
way. This is causing tremendous diffi-
culties in the operations of the Gov-
ernment. It produces results which are
very unfair to individual members and
States. It sounds silly to talk about
inefficiency in the executive branch of the
Government when we consider the dis-
mal failure of our own procedures for
dealing with appropriations.

It is incredible to realize that all of
these appropriations will have to be con-
sidered again when we reconvene in
January. The same hassles and, bicker-
ing will resume with hardly any inter-
ruption in just over 2 months. The mere
prospect of a repeat performance of
what we have been through this session is
painful to contemplate.

I hope it will not be considered pre-
sumptious o make some proposals for
reform in appropriation procedures.
One is that we have 2-year appropria-
tions so that Congress can spend some
of its valuable time on other than fiscal
jssues. Many State legislatures do this
and the result would certainly be to save
money as well as time.

Another is for the appropriation com-
mittees to begin their work before Con-
gress convenes so that we do not waste
months at the beginning of every ses-
sion waiting for bills to come out of com-
mittee. Another is to combine Senate
and House appropriation hearings and
staffs, still reserving to each body the
power of independent decision.

We should have an appropriation’s
timetable for Congress and make the
consideration of appropriation bills auto-
matic so that they are not imperiled by
procedural objections of individual mem-
bers and a veto power by the Rules Com-
mittee of the other body.

These are commonsense procedures
which it would seem any objective ob-
server would favor. The prerogatives
and privileges of a few Members cannot
be allowed to stand in the way of their
consideration if the Congress is to do its
work in a manner deserving of public
support.

Rules reform must be a matter of the
highest priority in the next session of
Congress.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore laid before the Senate a message
from the House of Representatives an-
nouncing its action on certain amend-
ments of the Senate to House bill 12900,
which was read as follows:

In THE HoUsSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, U.S.,
October 13, 1962.

Resolved, That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendments of the
Senate numbered 4, 13, and 18 to the bill
(HR. 12000) entitled “An act making ap-
propriations for certain civil functions ad-
ministered by the Department of Defense,
certaln agencies of the Department of
Interior, the Atomic Energy Commission, the
Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Cor-
poration, the Tennessee Valley Authority
and certain river basin commissions for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1963, and for
other purposes”, and concur therein.
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Resolved, That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the
Senate numbered 2, and concur therein with
an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum
p:opoaed by said amendment insert “§792,-
845,500,

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that a summary and
other tables showing how the money is
distributed among the various titles of
the bill be placed in the Recorp, at the
conclusion of my remarks.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 1.)

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
I move that the Senate concur in the
House amendment to the Senate amend-
ment No. 2, with an amendment as fol-
lows: Strike out “$792,845,500” and in-
sert “$793,060,000".

This is a total of $215,000 more than
the House figure. It includes $115,000
for the deepwater harbor project at
Kaunakakai, Hawaii, which was included
in the Senate version of the public works
appropriation bill. Authorization for
this project was approved by both the
House and the Senate in the omnibus
public works bill to which conferees have
agreed. Earlier today the House ap-
proved the conference report and the
Senate has just given its approval. The
remaining $100,000 provided in my
amendment is for a flood control project
at Ansonia-Derby, Conn. This project,
too, was contained in the public works
appropriation bill as passed by the Sen-
ate.

I ask unanimous consent that a
description of the two projects, the one
in Hawaii, and the other in Connecticut,
may be printed in the Recorp at this
point.

There being no objection, the material
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

EAUNARAKAT HARBOR, MOLOKAI, HAWAII

The island of Molokal is about 40 miles
from this principal island of Oahu, where
Honolulu is located and where more than
500,000 of Hawail’s 690,000 population live.
The harbor of Eaunakakal is about 60 miles
from Honolulu Harbor.

The main industry on Molokai is agricul-
ture, chiefly a cash crop, pineapple. At pres-
ent, the fresh pineapples are transported by
barge to Honolulu where the fruit is proe-
essed In Oahu canneries. Until now, agri-
cultural growth on Molokal has been severely
hampered by lack of water in central and
western Molokai. Underway, however, is a
small reclamation project which will render
arable 14,600 acres on Molokai, thereby
greatly increasing pineapple production.

The early completion of the irrigation
project and the imminent construction of
pineapple canneries require that the Eaun-
akakal deepwater harbor project get under-
way as soon as possible. Then export com-
modities can be directly shipped from
Molokai in large vessels, avolding the costs
of transshipment in Honolulu. This will be
more practical, efficient, and economical than
shipping Molokal commodities by barge or
small ship to Oahu and then unloading and
reloading cargoes for export.

The project has the approval of the Corps
of Engineers and the Bureau of the Budget.
The House has approved its authorization.
The Senate has approved its authorization.
There is no controversy over its authoriza-
tion. It has an excellent benefit-cost ratio—
44 tol.
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NavcaTuCK River, AnsonNiA-DeErBY, CONN.—
JUSTIFICATION
(H. Doc. No. 437, 87th Cong.)

Location: The city of Ansonia and the
town of Derby are adjoining communities
located in southern Connecticut on the Naug-
atuck River about 12 miles above Long Island
Sound.

Authority: A resolution of the Public
Works Committee of the U.S. Senate adopted
September 14, 1955, and similar resolutions
of the Public Works Committee of the
House of Representatives of the United States
adopted June 13 and 23, 1956, respectively.

Existing project: Federal flood-control
improvements in the basin affecting Ansonia-
Derby consist of seven reservoirs for flood
control, authorized by Congress, One reser-
volr, Thomaston, is located at mile 30 on the
main stream and has been in operation for
flood control since September 19060. None of
the other reservoirs are under construction.

Flood problem: Flooding of the Naugatuck
River causes damages to residential, com-
mercial, industrial, and other properties lo-
cated in Ansonia-Derby, and creates health,
safety, and economic problems which ad-
versely affect the welfare of the cities.

Recommended plan of improvement: Pro-
vides for approximately 12,470 linear feet of
levee and floodwall, with appurtenant works,
for the protection of approximately 232 acres
of industrial, commercial, and residential
areas in Ansonia-Derby.

Estimated cost (price level of January 1960)

Federal._. LI $5, 620, 000
Non-PFederal.. .- . .l . il 380, 000
7 b} RS O e S e 6, 000, 000
Project economics
Federal | Non- Total
Federal
Annual charges:
Interest and amorti- | $208, 900 | $15 200 | $224, 100
mation. T ____ "
Maintenance and op-
aeration... ..o -] 0| 10,700 10, 700
Net loss of produc-
1y R e ST 0 2,300 2,300
Toml- -~ 208,900 | 28,200 | 237,100
Annual benefits
Damages prevented_______________ $206, 000

Enhancement from reduction of
flood hazard A

Benefit-cost ratio: 1.2.

Local cooperation: (a) Contribute in cash
because of the more costly plan desired by
local interests for the River Street area, 1.4
percent of the construction cost, presently
estimated at $80,000, to be paid either in a
lump sum prior to start of construction or
in installments prior to start of pertinent
work items, in accordance with construction
schedules as required by the Chief of Engi-
neers, the final contribution to be deter-
mined after actual costs are known; (b) pro-
vide without cost to the United States all
land easements, and rights-of-way necessary
for construction of the project, including
changes to highway bridges and roads, rail-
road track, sewers, and other utilities; (c)
hold and save the United States free from
damages due to the construction works;
(d) maintain and operate all the works after
completion in accordance with regulations
prescribed by the Secretary of the Army;
and (e) prevent encroachment on the im-
proved channels or on the ponding areas,
and if capacities are impaired, provide equiv-
alent effective storage or pumping capacity
without cost to the United States. Local
interests are willing to furnish the items of
local cooperation.
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Comments of the State and Federal agen-
cies:

Department of the Interior: Favorable.

Department of Commerce: Favorable.

Department of Agriculture: Favorable.

State of Connecticut: Favorable.

Comments of the Bureau of the Budget:
No objection.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I am
somewhat familiar with the details of
the projects that are included in this
item, although I did not have primary re-
sponsibility in connection with the con-
ference report. I certainly hope that the
distinguished Senator from Massachu-
setts will carefully consider the possible
consequences of amending the Senate
amendment at this late date. I am sure
the majority leader would like to make
a statement, because Members on both
sides have worked incessantly in trying
to bring this measure to this stage. It
would be unfortunate if we lost it after
all this work had been done on it.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Massachusetts yield?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I yield to the
Senator from Montana.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I wish to join in
the statement just made by the Senator
from Georgia [Mr. RusseLL] and to add
my request to his; namely, that in view
of the difficult circumstances in which
we find ourselves at present, the Sena-
tor from Massachusetts will not press
his amendment, which is a good amend-
ment, and had been offered on the floor
of the Senate by the Senator from Con-
necticut [Mr. Busel and the Senator
from Hawaii [Mr. Foncl, and which, I
believe, was approved unanimously by
this body.

I assure the Senator from Massachu-
setts that one of the first orders of busi-
ness next January will be the considera-
tion of these proposals and one other
which had been approved by the Senate.
I hope that with that assurance the act-
ing minority leader will reconsider the
offering of the amendment which is now
pending and will withdraw it on the basis
of the promise being made by the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I was
authorized by the Senator from Florida
[Mr. HoLranp1, who handled the supple-
mental appropriation bill, to state for
him that next year he will be glad to see
to it that these items are given the most
sympathetic attention in the first sup-
plemental appropriation bill to be con-
sidered by Congress, and that if he has
anything to do with that bill, he will
include these projects.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
I deeply appreciate the statements of the
two distinguished leaders on the other
side of the aisle. The subject was dis-
cussed at considerable length in a pri-
vate conference. I realize the problem in
relation to the House with respect to
these specific situations, especially the
supplemental appropriation bill for this
year.

The Senator from Connecticut and
the Senator from Hawaii are unavoidably
detained at this hour because of official
business. At their request, I agreed to
offer the amendments.

I discussed the two amendments with
the majority leader and the Senator
from Georgia, and they assured me that
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they would discuss the matter on the
floor. On the basis of the character,
integrity, and leadership of these two
distinguished Senators, and on my own
assurance as a member of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations that we will do
everything we can to include these items
in the first supplemental appropriation
bill of the 88th Congress, I therefore
withdraw the amendment. '

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem
pore. The amendment is withdrawn.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, one of
the items deleted from this appropria-
tion bill by the House-Senate confer-
ence was an appropriation of $100,000
for advance engineering and design of
the Booneville Reservoir in the Ken-
tucky River Basin. It was added in the
Senate upon my motion and that of my
colleague from Kentucky [Mr. MorTON].

In 1954, former Senator Clements and
I submitted a resolution asking for a
survey of the Kentucky River Valley
Basin and all its tributaries. I believe
the records of the Corps of Engineers
show that for more than 100 years the
Kentucky River Valley extending from
Virginia to the Ohio River has been
swept and ravaged by floods. After the
tragic flooding of the Kentucky in 1957,
I introduced a resolution in the Public
Works Committee, asking that the Corps
of Engineers expedite its survey, and
this was done.

In 1960, the Corps of Engineers, after
yvears of intensive work presented its
plan for the comprehensive flood pro-
tection of the Kentucky River Valley.
The plan called for the construction of
four reservoirs—Booneville, Carrs Fork,
Eagle Creek, and Red River—and local
protection at Frankfort, the capital of
Kentucky, which is flooded almost every
year. The annual flood damage in the
valley has reached to almost $10 million
in several years. As Carrs Fork, Eagle
Creek, and Red River reservoirs were not
authorized until today—only Boone-
ville—authorized in 1944—was eligible
for appropriations.

The proposal which I offered with Sen-
ator MorTON was a request for an initial
appropriation for advance engineering
and design, preparatory to actual con-
struction,

This item is one of three which was
stricken from the bill. I have spoken to
the majority leader about this appro-
priation and I now address myself to my
friend, the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
RusseLL], the member of the Committee
on Appropriations who is in charge of
the bill. I express the hope that next
year the Committee on Appropriations
will provide funds for Booneville Reser-
voir in an early supplemental appro-
priation bill, or the regular works appro-
priation bill. I know that if that is done,
the Senate conferees will make every
effort to insist that it be maintained
in conference with the House.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I may
say to the Senator from Eentucky that
the assurance which I gave on behalf of
the Senator from Florida [Mr. HoLLAND]
and at his express suggestion, included
the project about which the Senator
from Kentucky has just spoken. I
thought I so stated at the time I made
my statement with respect to the amend-
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ment proposed by the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. SaLToNsTALL]., The Sen-
ator from Florida said he would be
happy to undertake to promote this plan-
ning projeet in the first supplemental ap-
propriation bill to be brought before the
Senate in 1963.

Mr., MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Kentucky yield?

Mr, COOPER. I yield.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I fully corroborate
the statement just made by the Senator
from Georgia. I make the same promise
to the Senator from Kentucky.

Mr. COOPER. I accept without any
reservation whatever the statements of
the majority leader, and the assurance
the Senator from Georgia has given for
the Senator from Florida.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I wish to
make a brief statement with respect to
two Oregon projects which were included
in the supplemental appropriation bill,
but were not included in the final pub-
lic works bill report now offered by the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. RussgLL].

The first is with respect to the Mason
Dam project, at Baker, Oreg,, calling for
$145,000 of planning money. The other
is for a $20,000 project at Pendleton,
Oreg. Both are reclamation projects.

I attended the conference of Senate
managers of this bill to which the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. SALTON-
sTAaLL] just referred; at that conference
we discussed all phases of the parliamen-
tary problems which confronts us with
respect to the conference report on public
works items. At that conference, it was
pointed out that these two Oregon recla-
mation projects could have been made
subject to points of order by the House.
Therefore, there could have been no as-
surance whatsoever that they could be
obtained at this session no matter how
long we stayed here. But we also recog-
nized at that conference that, come Jan-
uary, the senior Senator from Oregon
would be in a position to press for the
consideration of these projects in con-
nection with a supplemental appropria-
tion bill. The senior Senator from Ore-
gon was given the assurance of his
colleagues that they would do what they
could to assist in presenting the requests
for those two projects to the Senate, so
that the projects could be included in
the supplemental appropriation bill to
be considered by the Senate in January.
Therefore, the ReEcorp should show that
although I think it is unfortunate that
these very much needed projects in east-
ern Oregon will have to wait for a few
months, nevertheless: the rules of the
House after all, were applicable to them,
and I reluctantly went along with that
arrangement,

I express my sincere appreciation for
the cooperation of Senators who are in
charge of the bill and also for the coop-
eration I received from Members of the
House, from whom I received a large
number of messages in the past 2 days
in reference to the Oregon items. The
three which were included are job-pro-
ducing projects in my State in which a
serious employment depression now
exists, By including them in this final
conference report a great many things
were accomplished, not the least of which
was the clear and salutary demonstra-
tion by both Houses of Congress that there
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would be a maintenance of the purity
of the legislative process in the Congress.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, as the
Senator from Oregon has just stated,
the two projects he has described are in
the same unfortunate position as the
Navajo project, advocated by the Sen-
ator from New Mexico. But in this re-
port there was no item to which these
projects could have been appended; and
it would have made the whole report sub-
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ject to a point of order if the reclama-
tion projects had been added to a river
and harbor item.

In view of the multiplicity of difficul-
ties the bill has encountered in the past
few days, I think the Senate has done
quite well to have salvaged this much of
the items which were included in the
supplemental bill.

Mr, President, I move that the Senate
concur in the amendment of the House
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to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 2.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate reconsider the action it
has taken on that amendment.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I move
that the motion to reconsider be laid on
the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

Exmmsir 1
Summary table
Estimates, Amount Amount Conference
1963 allowed by allowed by allowanee
the House the Senate
TITLE I
Civit. Fuxerions, DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Quartermaster Corps, cemeterial expenses. . e e e s A $10, 276, 000 $10, 276, 000 $10, 276, 000 $10, 276, 000
Corg of Engineers:
al investigations. .. ......... 117,265, 000 16, 561, 900 19, 192, 300 17, 870, 300
780, 645, 000 762, 361, 000 807, 962, 500 846, 500
Operatlon and maint =7 143, 530, 000 143, 539, 000 143, 539, 000 143, 539, 000
Gen slexlwnses 13, 600, 000 13, 530, 000 13, 580, 000 , 580, 000
Miseissipp River and tributaries 70, 500, 000 70, 500, 000 75, 954, 000 73, 504, 000
Bt. Lawrence Joint Board of Engineers. . - =L 20, 000 20, 000 20, 000 20, 000
Internatiorial Navigational ConBresses . ... -.eiceednec el pamnat ot in e aat o nh oo diie semam o Sa e e mE e Ly e R e b s s Sy
Gtal, Cor Pl O O L e o 1,025, 560, 000 | 1,006, 561,900 | 1,060, 247, 800 | 1, 041, 358, 800
Panama Canal:
Canal Zone Government:
Operating expenses - .-.......... DS e s e R S 22, 772, 000 22, 772, 000 772, 000
[afh T g R R AR 3, 120, 000 3, 120, 000 3, 120, 000
General and admfnfslmlm erpenses... (8, 115, 000) (8, 113, 000) (8, 113, 000)
Total, Canal Zone Government i 25,892, 000 25, 892, 000 25, 892, 000
T TR e R R e e e LR R O A e G 1,061, 787, 000 | 1,042, 720,000 | 1,096, 415 800 | 1,077, 526, 800
TITLE II
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Reclamation: 358
Goneral investigations ... _.._____ T 5% 8, 400, 000 7,100, 000 0,420,000 8, 400, 000
General investigations (s Iﬂaeinl foreign currency Progrom). .. eeeeeesecass oL 2, 500, 000 | et
Construction and rehabilitation. . ._____. A 4 161, 700, 000 153, 077, 000 160, 361, 000 158 zis wﬂ
B BiNe o mHcn O vecate T G| Bisom| Gamom| G
efinite appropriation of receipts...... 2 \ 843, y 843, G543,
Loan ¥ 112, 5@.000 10, 173, 000 12, 517, 000 12. bf’ ouu
Emergency fund. ... 1, 000, , 000, 1, 000, 000
Upper Cnlamdo River Basin fund R ¢ 110, 326, 000 106, 508, 000 109, 576, 000 1(??’. ws.wu
Ganera) adm I T A Ve B DOTIBeE. i oo ioe e e ms b e SR S S S e S e L L e s , 300, 000 9, 300, 000 9, 300, 000 0, 300, 000
Total, Bureau of Reclamation.__._..__..__. e s 2 s LIS 343, 993, 000 325, 308, 000 238, 618, 600 383, 687, 600
Bonneville Power Administration:
Construction_ SR e e e T O 30 o o A e B 7 31, 900, 000 29, 800, 000 29, 800, 000 20, 800, 000
Operation and int . Pl T ek bl A o S o 12, 750, 000 12, 713, 000 12, 713, 000 12, 713, 000
Total, Bonneville Power Administration. .. oo oo e i 44, 650, 000 42, 513, 000 42,513,000 | 42, 513, 000
Office of the Secretary, SBoutheastern Power Administration, operation and maintenance. . o-eoceoeeeeeeoo 800, 000 800, 000 800, 000 800, 000
Bouthwestetn Power Administration:
ey T R S S M S SR S o e 7, 210, 000 7,210, 000 7, 210, 000 7,210, 000
onraﬂou and i L) Loy 1, 450, 000 1, 450, 000 1, 450, 000 1, 450, 000
Costitisdng fad CERR TR oD e R S T R e e (4, 000, 000) (4, 000, 060) (4, 000, 000) (& 000, 000)
Total, Southwestern Power Administration 8, 660, 000 8, 660, 000 8, 660, 000 8, 660, 000
Total; definite appropriations. ... ...... el SR e L S 2 it i JEU 398, 103, 000 377, 281, 000 300, 591, 600 385, 660, 600
Total, indefinite appropriations_ ___ e 8, 543, 000 8, 543,000 | 8, 543, 000 8, 543, 000
Total, title IL.. ... ... e T e P e o L e e S e ey e 406, 646, 000 385, 824, 000 399,134, ﬂOﬂ 304,203, 600
TITLE I 7 o B %
INDEPENDENT OFFICES
Atomic Energy Commission:
Operating eXpenses. ........co.oecan e 82, 8BRS, 588, 000 2,860, 974,000 | 2,885, 301,000 | 2,872, 224, (KK
Indefinite appropriation of recebpla ... oeoeeooeeeccemenmmnnn (26, 700, 000) (26, 700, 000) (26, 700, 000) (245, 700, 000)
Plant acquisition and construction . - o aieeae- ¥ 332, 345, 000 <61, 845, 000 267, 895, 000 262, 745, 000
Total, Atomic Energy C 3,220,033,000 | 3,122,810,000 | 3,153, 286,000 | 3, 134, 960, 000
Bt. Lawrence Seaway Development Corporation limilation on administrative e (425, 000) (425, 000 (414, l) (414, 000)
Tennesseo Valley Authority_____ e A e e e e R e T 35, 071, 000 25, 071, 000 35,071, 000 35,071, 000
Delaware River Basin Commission, salaries and expenses:.._. ... S 2L 32,000 32, 000 32,000 32, 000
Contribution to the Delaware River Basin Commission. . —_........... e i 10 80, 000 80, 000 80, 000 80, 000
Total, Delaware River Basin Commission 112, 000 112, 000 | 112, 000 112, 000
River Basin Study Commission for South Csrolina Georgia, Alabama, and Floridn, salaries and e‘spelmes 562, 000 552, 000 ’ 000 552, 000
River Basin Study Commission for Texns, salaries and S (O] (1) (1 )
Total, definite appropriations_____ ... 3,256, 668,000 | 3, 158, 554, 000 | 3, 189, 021,000 | 3, 170, 704, 000
Total, indefinite appropriations 26, 700, 000 26, 700, 000 26, 700, 000 o0,
Total, title ITT BT ey R e o R SR s 3,283, 368, 000 | 3,185, 254, 000.| 3,215, 721,000 | 3,197, 404, 000

See footnotes at end of table.
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Exumsrr 1—Continued
Summary table—Continued
Estimates, Amount Amount Conference
1963 allowed by allowed by allowance
the Hounse the Senate
TITLE IV
FuNDs APPROFRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT e
e G Lo I g T L T e et o S R U SRR e o e 12 $900, 000,000 | .o . £500, 000, 000 $400, 000, 000
TRORAL, SRRV IV - 2o o ai it v s AR R s P e s A T 900, 000,000 | oeeeem oo 500, 000, 000 400, 000, 000
Crand totals:
Total, definite o] propriations.... .. 5, 616, 508, 000 | $4, 578, 564,900 | 5,176,028,400 | 5,033,801, 400
Total, i:fduﬁnuepapproprmtons . 243, 000 35, 243, 000 5, 243, 000 . 243,
e B T e L o 5, 651, 761,000 | 4,613,807, 900 | 5,211,271, 400 | 5,060, 134, 400
I Includes increase of $665,000 in H. Doe. No, 379, 1 Reflects decrease of $3,000,000 in 11, Doe. No. 388,
! Reflects decrense of $930,000 in H. Doe. N: 379, and an mcrm of $2,860,000 in H.  Reflects increase of $164,500,000 in 11, Doc. No. 409 and an increase of $23,300,000
Dot No. 477, and an inerease of $3,000,000 in 8. Doc. No. in H. Doc. No. 467. -
3 Includes ﬁxmomusmn i 1. Doc. No. 486, flects increase of $46,300,000 in 11, Doe, No, 409,
i Jndudesmmol’ $750,000 in H. Doe. No. 422, and $1,075,000 in H, Doec. No, W Submitted in H. Doe. No.
# Inclndes budget nmendmmt as follows: H. 'Doc. No. %ﬂﬁw + H. 1 H, Doc. No. 393 and bill prov:dc continuing availability of 1962 appropriation
DM. No. !22. $4,023,000; H. Doc. No. 431, $750,000; and $2,344,000 in 8. No. 134, until Aug. 31, 1962,
¢ Refleets d ufk.ssiommﬂ Doe. No. 422, and an inerease of $550,000 in I, 12 In 8, Doc. No. 129,
Doe. No, 477.
General tnvestigations, Corp of Engineers
Revised budget House Senats Conf
Item estimate for allowanes allowance allowance
fiscal year 1063
(L ) @) “@ ()
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS
ur
@ N gt $1, 600, 000 $1, 818, 600 $2, 265, 400 $2, 051, 600
{h Flnoltfamntml = 4,000:000 4, 926, 500 5, R96, 900 5, 428, 700
o dea] & eooperame BN s SRRl 250, 000 250,000 250, 000 250, 000
BATY FTATIOI00 IR BITVON: . w2 e sims e A & o e s e e e RS 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000
Ohio River Basin review.___ 600, 000 500, 000 600, 000 500, 000
Potomae River review ... 75, 000 75, 000 k- 75, 000 75, 000
4) Colorado River, Tex.___._ 228, 000 228, 000 228, 000 228, 000
Great Lakes waler levels__. 85, 000 85, 000 110, 000 110, 000
}G Rampart Canyon, Alaska._....... 315, 000 315, 000 415, 000 315, 000
Arkansas-Red River pollution study........ 177, 0600 177, 000 227, 000 227, 000
Lake Erie-Ohio River Canal. ... 220, 000 220, 000 220, 000 220, 000
Great Lakes-Hudson River Waterw; 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000
(10) Lake Erie-Ontario Waterway. N.Y . 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000
Susquehanna River Basin........ B 300, 000 300, 000 300, 000 300, 000
‘ Meadows, N.Y. and N.J. o 150, 000 150, 000 150, 000 150, 000
iver La., Ark., Okls and Tex ey 250, 000 250, 000 B00, 000 300, 000
_-\&nmmae Bssin 215, 000 215, 000 215, 000 215, 000
P la Ri\rar Basln, lﬂm v 2 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000
Willamette River Basin, Oreg. oo caccocaccaccccaacns 100, 000 100, 000 200, 000 100, 000
Grand River Basin, Mieh . oo iieaeie 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000
Comctlcut River Basin 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000
wlﬁer Mississippi River Basin_. ... .. __._ ... 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000
River Bagin, Ark. and Moo it il 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000
(21) Brazos River 100, 000 140, 000 140, 000 140, 000
(22) Great Lakes Harbors survey. s il
{23) Hudson River siltation study. .
(24) Trinity River, Tex £ = B
{25) Hurricane studies___ b =8 945, 000 945, 000 045, 000 645, 000
(26) Coordination studies with other agencios__ 2 300, 000 300, 000 300, 000 300, 000
(27) Basin planning________ e ——11 N0 1 ooy A e b -
(28) Kanawha River Basin, R RN AR g TR ol e T e S 200, 000 200, 000
{29) Lake Champlain W utensny, N o e M IR R oy b iyl PRGOS e ST ™| WS et (i1 &0, Rttt g
2T VR T e Yt WSS LI | P e e e L e 12, 110, 000 12,194, 100 14, 287, 300 13, 255, 300
2, Couecthn and study of basic data:
(a) Btream (U.8. Geological Survey)... e S = 250, 000 250, 000 250, 000 250, 000
(b) Precipital studies (U.S. Weather B 380, 000 380, 000 380, 000 380, 000
(e ﬂ!h and wildlﬂe studies (U 8. Fish and Wlkllﬂo Serviee) 100,000 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000
ter stu - 85, 000 85, 000 85, 000 85, 000
() i'loodpmlnsludies___ = T00, 000 700, 000 700, 000 700, 000
Bubtotal, collection and study of basic data. 1, 515,000 1, 515, 000 1, 515,000 1, 515, 000
3. Research and develop
Beach erosion davelopment B e e R i s L 400, 000 000 400, 000 400,
mvﬂ%mm S R N S T e 1&&% 15&% 155&% 155&“
(3 gation e G R . . "
Basin model: 8
(r o 650, 000 650, 000 650, 000 650, 000
Mississippi River comp LT ARSI AARERSR O 2 R o A e A 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000
(e) Nudmexplndmstudlutordrﬂmmmndmn 665, 000 400, 000 665, 000 500, 000
Subtotal, research and develop 0l i o 00 3, 640, 000 3, 125, 000 3, 390, 000 3, 225, 000
Other redoctions and slippages 1__ =000 |-ociiiaaaiiiiieg —125,
Total, general investigations 17, 265, 000 16, 561, 900 19, 192, 300 17, 870, 300

| House cut in north-central division program.
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Construction, general, fiscal year 1963

Construction, general, Btate and project

Revised budget estimate House allowance Benate allowance Confercnce allowancs
for fiscal year 1063

w

(03]

Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning
(2) (3) 4 (&) ©) (h] ®) (@)

Alg

bama:
Aquatlc plant control. (See Louisiana.)

EN) Claiborne lock and dam... - --eoceeeonccnnanas
N) Columbia lock and dam, Alabama and Georgia.
Holt lock and dam
P) Jones Bluff lock and dam
MP) Millers Ferry lockand dam.________._______.__.
N) Mobile Harbor. . . T
¥O) Paint Bock Biver. .. L. . . i oot
(N) Tennessae-’l‘omblgbw Waterway, Alabama
and Mlsslssil) .............................
Tombigbee River and tributaries, Alabama
and Mississippl. (See Mississippi.)
(MP) Walter F. George (Fort Gaines) ]oq,k and dam,
5 k:labama and Georgin. ... oo~ oooooo-. 8498000 |- s o sl 8,138,000 |0 8,073,000 |-oomeninioncn 8,073,000 | ooneuaniion
P) Bradley Lake (not authorized) ... ccoceommmmea)eccniacaanas 1100, 000 =, 100, 000
FC) Fairbanks. _ =
N) Juneau Harbor
izona:
FO) Alamo Reservoir. e
FO; Gila and Salt Rivers 000
FC Gila River and tributaries—downstream from |..o.o...oceaoe 1100, 000 & 200,000 e aniiniia 100, 000
Painted Rock (not authorized),
(Fo) CSOT - e 400,000 ... trn 400,000 | osoatoiicaas 400 000" |eeiainasiaes 400,000 |- .. o_.oo-aoos
Arkansas:
(N) gnllfas R:wr and tributaries, Arkansas and
(a) Ba.l:k stablllmhon and channel rectifi-
18, 000, D00
(b) Navigatlon locks and dams._ .. ceeemaoo]anabionmnmanas
P Beaver 14, 000, 000
{MI’; Bull Shoals Romrvmr, Ark. and Mo., addi-
tions of units Nos. 7 and 8. 2, 000, 000
MP) Dardanelle lock and dam._ . 16, 000, 000
FC) De Queen Reservoir.
MP) Qray Reservolr. oo ocooooamoeaoooa 950, 000
FC Dierks Reservoir -
FC Qarland City, Red River-__-_____ S e 150, 000
FO Gillham Reservoir. }
MP) Greers Ferry Rwen | ek I BRI | B R 4, 900, 000
(FC) wood Reservy 500, 000
EN; Ouachita and Black Rivers, Ark, and I..a ....................
N Rk Took R WAy e e
(FO) Red River levees and bank stabilization below
Denison Dam, Ark., La.,, and Tex,
California:
FO) lamedn Creck (not authorized)
FO) reck. e
FC Blaek Butte Reservoir
FC C Tvoir.
R) Crescent City Harbor {breakwater)
FC) Dryereck Reservoir channel improvement not
e T D R S e Sl e 5 o IR
FO) Hidden Reservoir (not authorized) 4
BE) I.mperi‘s] Beach, San Diego County (reimburse-
men:
TC) Los Angeles County dralnage area. ..o cacouen
EN} Los Angeles and Long Beach Harbors (1960
(FC) Lowerr 8an Joaquin River and tributarles____._
(N) Monterey Harbor..... i
) Morro Bay (breakwater)
FO) New Hogan Reservoir...
N) Noyo River and Harbor
BE) Oceanside (r
FO) Oroville Reservoir
ro) Russian River Basin (Co:roto Vallelr Damj....
FC% Sacramento River bank pr
FC Sacralgmto River and major md minor tribu-
FC) Sacramento Rl\ror, Chico Landing to Red Bluff.
) Baeramento River deep water ship channel._.__
FO) Sacramento River flood control project__._...__
BE) santa Cruz County (rei 3]
N) “anta Cruz Harbor
FQC) Stewart Cnnym debris basin
FC) Tahchevah Creek
FC) Walnut Creek. .
FC) West Fork Reservoir_
Colorado:
(FC) Trinidad Reservoir....... A
Connecticut:
FC, Ansonia-Derby (not authorized)
FC, Biack Rock Reservoir.
N) t Harbor, Black Rock Tarbor
FC Colﬂxook River Reservoir..... = 250 000
¥ East Branch Reservoir.. . 700,000 | ocaeaea . 700, 000 700, 000
FC, Hancock Brook Reservoir. 200000 [ e e 400, 000 400, 000
FC, Hop Brook Reservoir. 50, 000 80,000 Foca el 50, 000
FC Mad River Reservoir, 1, 826, 000 1, 826, 000 1, 826, 000
FQ Northfield Brook Reservoir. 400, 000 400, 000
FC Stamford 250, 000 250, 000 250, 000
(FC) ‘West Thompson Reservoir. . _ 142, 000 342, 000 342, 000

See footnotes at end of table.
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Construction, general, fiscal year 1963—Continued
Revised budget estimate House allowance Benate allowance Conference allowance
for fiscal year 1963
Construction, general, State and project _
Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning {Construction| Planning
[4)] @ 3) @) &) ©) (0} ) )
Delaware:
D By b Toorwste otas aad
t '0f
s B aes Tk s Massiae: fiosek
anchorages, Delaware and New Jersey. (See
New Jersey.)
Delaware River, Philadelphia to sea (main
dikes), Delaware, lvania, and New
Jersey. (See New Jersey.
(R) Indian River Inlet (bulkheads). . ..oeeoeeueean $760,000 1. e mr e yee $780,000 |....onese e enee B0, 000, Lo e et e $90,000 1 e p e e msiree
(N) Inland waterway, Delaware River to Chesa-
i) mekl\ and Delaware Ca-
nal ,pt.l} elaware and Maryland. ....... 5,000,000} o ianacs 6,000,000 | . _coeooiaaan 5, 000, 000 5,000,000 |.covuccaaaacaa
(BE) Rehoboth Beach to Indian River Inlet (reim-
thﬁl;nmn 110, 000 110, 000 110, 000 8L H R
™) = 500,000 500, 000 500, 000 500,000 f__._________.
et '
ver Inlet $15,000 | .o $15, 000 25, 000 $15, 000 25,000 $15, 000
N}: Canaveral Harbor (not authorized.] : y 80, 000 80, 000
FC) Central and southern Florida. oo oaeoaamaanaan 13, 500, 000 13, 500, 000 13, 500, 000 15,500,000 Looree:vicnnas
Cross-Florida Barge Canal. 205, 000 205, 000 205, 000
FOC) Fonr Rivers Basin (not authorized) 150, 000
4 {b; hatcbei River to Anclote R!m. 900,000 | _ooiiooooo... 0900, 000 000, 000
Jacksonville to Miatn.'i 800,000 | 800, 000 800,000 |-—coomooeea
i‘: Miami Harbor Wﬂ 400, 000 400, 000 400, 000
fg ) Palm Beach C orth t to
South Lake wmh i:aet (reimbnmment)--. 15, 000 15,000 15,000
Port E ades Harbor (1958 6cl) - eeeeemeamaaa 677, 000 677, 000 677, 000
8t, Marks River 1,200, 000 1, 200, 000 1, 200, 000
a 8t. Petersburg Harbor (deferred) 10,000 10, 000 10, 000
e mg“mm’ t control. (See Louisiana.) & 806400 555
(MP) arters o ey e (e g | Cor seare 2, 500, 2,500,000 |--m-veeemeeee 2,500,000 |-oevveeeeea
P) Hwtw:ﬂhnmrvglr Ga. and 8.C 3, 700, 000 3, 700, 000 500 3, 500
pe Walter F. G‘E‘éﬁ"i‘“" and dam, Alabama and i ) 7 o L e | 1 g S BEMIY ] g
(MP) E’ﬁﬂ. Point Dam (not a.utharl.zad}- 100, 000 TR TR L S oraginsermsr 100, 000
awaii:
Hilo Harbor. 600, 000 LR B R D00 Lse et 600, 000
Harbor (not authorized) 115, 000
(FC) _  Wailoa Stream 200, 000 PN — 300, 000 T e
(MP) :Brum Edd{ Reservolr (construction not yet . o 2
5 {11 B ESERR s
(FC) cahmua B{wmmmn e o
% 21, 000 21, 000 21,000 21,000
(FC) Ririb Dm (noc authorized) 175, 000 75, 000 75, 000
is:
¥ Beardstown - Sains 900,000/ 1. o ceam et 900, 000 SERET S D00 Lees < aim e ipr
{N‘):) Calumet Harbor and River, Ind. and Iil, (not i o
aul A 1110, 000 110, 000 110, 000
R) Calumet Har! and River (breakwater), Ill.
and Ind. - 600, 000 600, 000 600,000 |--ncnemnnammnn- 000,000 Lo e o
(N) Calumet Harbor and River, Ill. and Ind.:
(a) 25-foot depth in river channels, Cargil
docks to Torrence Ave
(b) 29-foot approach channel, 28-foot outer
harbor, and 27—!'00! entrance. ... 1,000, 000 1, 000, 000
BA Calumet River brldse alterations. oo o.eeoo. 500, 000 500,
FC Carlyle Reservoir. 6, 400, 000 6, 400, 000
R) Cldmg&atbw (breakwater) 30, 000
1’0} Clear k D and um District...... 0000 e e il 70, 000
FC, c"’w& 8 Drainage Distriet (not
(N) Dam 27, Mississippi River botween 8t. Louis .
and lock and dam 26, Ilinois and Missouri.__ 858,000 | oo 858, 000
FC Drainage District 1 435, 000 435, 000
;g - 1, 200, 000 1, 200, 000
- (FC I{m County Dralnage District No.1.__|__—___________|"" " 32,000
FC Henderson County D Distrlet No. 2- o ... 88, 000
FC Hunt Drainage District Lima Lake Drain-
Aps Disbrict. . e ill 150,000 J-—-csiesonna 150, 000
N) Illinols Waterway, Calumet-Sag Channel, pt,
Hlinois and na. 9, 500, 000 9, 500, 000
%’?) Grave Drainage District O -
[ Kaskaskia River (not authorized) 1100, 000
Mississippi_ River between the Ohio and
Missouri Rivers, Ill. and Mo.:
s; WL 2,300,000 | 2, 300, 000
Chain P 2 U S R S 50,000 , 000
F Mmtmmel (not authorized). r;s.lm
FO Raaervn authorized) ﬂ!!%: 000
&) ﬁhelb md learys Bluff levee g 45, 000 N
15::]: Le Di + 100, 000 |- #
FC Bouth Dy and Levee District. 27,000
Eummiut IA&M and DM‘M%NG i 600, 000 600 600, 800, 000
'eg and Drainage District. ... v
(FO) The Basin. 800, 000 800, 000 800,000 |- oeeeeoneeas el i
(FC)  'TriPond levee. = 48, 000 _a, ........ 48,000 -3’ ........ 48, 000 o 48,000
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Construction, general, fiscal year 1963—Continued
Revised budget estimate House allowance Senate allowance Conference allowance
for fiscal year 1963
Constroctlon, general, State and project
Construction| Planning [Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning
[0} 2) @) ) ) ©) (] (8) ()]
(FC) e B - kville Reservol $75, 000 $75, 000 $75,000
rookville r - 1 Le. o DRt 7
(}slnmumet River and Harbor, 111, and Ind.  (See
(N) Cannelton locks and dam, Indiana and Ken-
tueky. $2, 750,000 f--oooooooaal] $2, 750, 000 $2, 750, 000 $2,750,000 |.ooeeoeoiaaas
C Evansville 700, 000 700, 000 700, 000 ‘3
FC Greenfield Bayou levee (deferred) $10, 000 10, 000 10,000
FC Hunt} R T e e N M L e reett [ 1,000, 000
Illinois Waterway, Hl. and Ind. (See Illinois.)
) Indiana Harbor, 1960 act 510, 000 510, 000 510, 000
C) Levesunit 5, Wabash River. . oo ocoeo ..o 250, 000 250, 000 350, 000
Markland locks and dam, Indtan.a, Eentucky, :
and Ohlo. (See Kentucky.)
(FC) Mason J. Niblack leves 700, 000 700, 000 700, 000
MeAlpine locks and dam, Indiana and Ken-
tucky. (See KenmekyJ
FC} M ississinews Reservoir. . .o cccccmceccmmcocaaans 1,690,000 |.oo-ooooaiin-. 1,600,000 | o ococoaoaios 2, 000, 000
FC, Monroe Reservoir 800, 0001 ...t w I 800,000 |-camocmacanan 800, 000
Newburg lock and dam, Indisna and Ken-
tucky. - 150, 000
(FC) alamonie Reservoir. 1:800, 000 | dim el 1, 800, 000 1, 800, 000
(N) TUniontown locks and dam, Indiana and Ken-
%_-- 200, 000 200, 000
(FO) T, Wm ¢ Haute 302,000 |oaemonanan s 332, 000 332, 000
owa
(FC Chariton River, Towa and Mo, 50, 000
(FC (‘omlvil.le R.mmir. Mehafley Bridge. 40, 000 40, 000
(FC Des Moi 40, 000 40, 000
FC Floyd River and tributaries. . ... 3, 000, 3, 000, 000 3, 000, 000
FC Green Bay Levee and Drainage District No, 2. 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000
EFC Indian Creek t authorized) 150, 000
FC Iowa River— t Creek Levee District No. 16. 700, 000 700, 000 700, 000
FC Little Sioux River. 500, 000 500, 000 500, 000
FC Missouri River agncultumi levees, Iowa, 2, 300, 000 2,350,000 |- ae oo e e 3, 000, 000
ey , Missouri, a Nebraska (active
un
™ Missouri R{ver clmnnel st;hmxatian, Towa,
(b Bloux Cllﬁi Iowa. toOm.ahn \ebr---- 6, 000, 000 6, 000, 000 6,000,000 {. oo oo ...
ebr., to Kansas City . ... 2, 400, 000 2, 400, 000 2, 400, 000
Kamas tothe mouth. . ____.__.| 8, 000, 000 3, 000, 000 3, 000, 000
(FC) Musecatine Island Levee Distrld: and Musca- 150, 000 150, 000 160,000 e e
-Louisa County Drainage Distriet No. 13,
(FC Bnthhun Reservolr. 150,000 [ooeeenocnannnn 159, 000 150, 000 150, 000
(FC Red Rock Reservoir. 9, 800, 000 9, 500, 000 9,800,000 |- oo 9,800,000 |.oe.oool..
FC Gedar Point Reservolr (deferred) 25, 000 25, 000 25,000 25, 000
FC Doum:ll Grove Resorvolr. .. cocceeaccancacaaeas 3, 000, 000 &, 000, 000 3,000,000 |- coeeeiiaaao. . 3,000,000 |-cevneeovninaan
FC (not authorized) 150, 000
FO) Elk Cil.y lgeserv 2,700, 000 2, 700, 000 2, 700, 000
N) Fort Leavenwort.h R el 430,000 |-ceeememmeem-- 430, 000 430, 000
o el e 35,000 30090 I sso 2.9 I sak00
FC ohn Redmond (Btrﬂwn) ReServoir. ceccecmaaaa 9,000,000 | coecneamacaaa 2, 000, 000 9, 000, 000
FC Kansas City, Kans. and Moo e 1, 200, 000 1, 200, 000 1, 200, 000
FC Law 78, 000 78, 000 78, 000 78, 000
FC hattan 1, 050, 000 1, 050, 000 1,050, 000 L 000000 |ide e aamane
FC rion Reservoir. 71, 000 71, 000 71, 000 71, 000
FC elvern Reservoir 200, 000 200, 000 , 000 , 000
FC Milford Reservoir 11, 600, 000 11, 600, 000 11, 600, 11, 600,000 {oouveomeensean
Missourli River agricultural levees, Iow:
Kansas, Missouri, and Nebraska. (See Iowa.
Missouri ﬁ'[iisao ellnnn&letnbuu:ﬂ(?;a IIn:rwa.5
xm 1iri, an ehnsk OWA.
FC D 40, 000 40, 000
FC Perry Reservoir. 750, 000
C Pomona Reservoir. 2, 200, 000 2, 200, 000 2, 200, 000
F Topeks. 2, 200, 000 2, 200, 000 2, 200, 000
¥C Tuttle Creek Baservnir ........................ 2, 632, 000 2, 632, 000 2, 632, 000
FC Eﬂéﬁ Reservo 4, 400, 000 4, 400, 000 4, 400, 000
P Bar Dam and Tenn....comeeaaenaa-a| 31,200,000 21, 200, 000 31, 147, 000
roj ‘Barren River 'Eea,;rw 10,110,000 |-—__--2-77077 10,110,000 10, 110, 000
MP)  Booneville Reservol 100, 000
o (&ks and dam, Indiana and Ken-
ICKY.
N '1:npt.kiuttlcuq:I M locks and dam, Ken-
10, 200, 000 10, 200, 000 10,172,000 |_ooocoooamoaaa
FC Cave Run Reservoir 75, 000 75,000 75, 000
FC Corbin. .. 200, 000 200, 000 400, 000 400, 000
FC Fishtrap Reservolr. 6, 700, 000 0,700,000 |.oceen e €, 700, 000 6,700,000 | eeenaeeoam
Frankfort (deferred). 25, 000 25, 000 25, 000
FC rayson Reservoir. 871,000 | A T 871, 000 371, 000
FC reen River ir. 1,000,000 | varmccacanes 1,000,000 |ocecnectcanass 1,000,000 | coacnnaaca
MP) Laurel River Resorvoir. 653, 000 653, 000 658, 000 653, 000
N) Markland locks and dam, Indians, Kentucky,
and Ohio. . ettt S AR T 000 7, 977, 000 7,785, 000 TR, 000 |- covaciadn e
m) Me.llpdmloeksmddsm (Ioulsvﬂh).lnd:l.a.na
and Kentueky. 8,500,000 |-ooneeeeneaens] 8,800,000 3, 500, 000 8,500,000 |- ccrencnennn
gbmxh(loek and da;n, Indiana and Xen-
(FO) Ny 2, 530, 000 2, 536, 000 2, 447, 500 2,447,500 foaecrnnaennan -
Uniontown lock and dam, Indiana and Ken-
tucky. (See Indiana.)
See footnotes at end of table,
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Inland waterway, Delaware River to Chesa-
ke Bay (Cl Del
anal) Part 1T, Delaware lmr.l Maryland.
{86e Delaware,)’

Pocomoke River 2u
assachusetts:

Cape Cod Canal-Bourne Bridge. .
Chelsea River (not authorized).

Chicopee Falls
Conant Brook Ruservior

Littleville Reservoir.

New Bedford-Fairhaven and Acushnet barriers_
Provineetown Harbor

I‘hm Rivm g

chigan:
Detroit River Channel north of Belle Isle

Detroit River, enlarge Trenton Channel.......
{ Gladstone Harbor Little Bay DeNoe (not
authorized) . .

Grand Haven Harbor (piers and revetment) ...

)
N) Great Lakes connecting channels. _. ...
Hammond Bay Harbor_ .- ooeeeeocomeel

R) Hollatt.};_i Harbor (piers, revetment, and brnsb

)
EN) Little Lake Harbor.
R) Ludington Harbor (]mr% rovutmmts. and
breakwater) . _

{g; Manistee Harbor_ ..

Manistee Harbor (piers, revetment, and

breakwater) ...
R Mmis‘ggue Harbor (breakwaters)..___.__.___|
Marquette Harbor (minor rebabilitation)......
R M(momlnee Harbor (piers), Michigan and

Revised budget estimate House allowance Senate allowance Conference allowanee
P for fiscal year 1063
Construction, general, State and project
Construetion| Plaoning |Construction| Planning |Construction; Planning |Construction] FPlanning
(1 @) @) ()] ) () (4] (8) )
Lonisiana:
(M) Aquatic plant control, Alabama, Florida,
%Ioorgia, Louisiana, Mississi p[ North Car-
olina, South Carolina, and Texas. - ..cooommn-n $040,000 |..corennnnna- $040,000 |.oomeeeeeianae $040, 000
(N) Ba LaFourche and LaFourobo Jump
6 500,000 500,000 |.<nrmenencman-n 500, 000
N) B:f"“ Le Carpe (not suthorized) 1 (45, 000)
casient River and Pass (1960 80t)... - aeceeen- 2, 500, 000 2, 500, 000 , 500, 000
N, G%lhcasl::d River salt water barrier (not au-
C) Camg:ti Oimnes levee (not authorized)
N; ll\:liaaimi i River, Baton Rouge to the Guif iy o
i ver, Ba e
), M Bamon . 3 m
ver L AR i 000,
{FC) Nﬁ;’-‘%ﬁaana to Venice, La,, Hurricane Pro- :
tection (not suthorized)
Ouaehll-s -d B)lack Rivers, Ark. and La.
Red River levees and bank stabilization below
Dam, Arkansas, Louisiana, and
Texas. (See Arkansns.)
Maine:
Bass Harbor = 3,188, 000} <o snmin s mmiiom 2 (183,000) |- vcavemnnsan
! Kennebunk River (not authorized) .. 17, 000 17, 000
(N) Portland Harbor, deepen to 45 ft, (not author-
T e o T I e T SET S| S S50, 000 | caanmitnanmas B0 000 s i rtnrnn
Portsmouth Harbor and Pi iver,
and Maine (not authorized). (See
Now “Hampshire.)
- Se?rsgortliarbor (not authorized).. . 10,000 | tnnnas 10, 000
arylan
MmN Baltimore Harbor and channels (1958 act) ... 4,100,000 | oo 4,100,000 |- 100, 000z o0 4,100,000 |occememaaaaes
(FC) Bloomington Reservoir (not authorized) - .- -faeeeaemaaaas F100, 000 |.. T00:000: 5ot D

(N'; Muskesm Harbor (not authorized)

R Presque Isle Harbor (minor rehabilitation)..... 140, 000 140, 000
FC) Rlﬁ Roﬁlj;'a (not ‘"‘*R' ized) if DOI: 150, 000 |..-. g ‘o‘m)
A T T I DR : 1,
FC) Baginaw River. .;sta& 000 % 000
R, 8t. Joseph Harbor (piers and revetments)....... 81, 000 81, 000
8t. Marys River, New Poe lock.._..__________. 750, 000 760, 000
Soutltl aven Harbor (plers and revetments)___ 570, 000 570, 000
: Du.lutl:-Buper or Harbor:
L (a) Inner Iha.rbc;l: 27-foot and 23-foot chan-
(b Omte;'.harboraﬂ-footwﬂmot Tiannel .. eﬁ'% zggg.' """"""" g%%
i ¢ , 580, X
(FC) Marshall Redwood ....................... 750, 000 760, % 750, 000
(R) Roeservo headwaters of Mississippi River
(Winnibigoshmh am). Fess 80,0000 -0 o 80,000; ). ccutsisen ez
8%) Bésll’alﬂandﬂouth& S D 1,700, 000 11?33',000 """"""" 1,700, 000
Aqunﬁc p]ant contrul (See Louisiana.)
rl?C; Jackson ani 123, 000 500, 000 500,000 |--aneoccuasnsn
g‘lg} Okatlbhee Creel: Reservoir (not authorized) 150, 000
Pasesgoula Harbor (n.ot authorized) 1, 500, 000
Elee ombighee N Waterwny, Aln. and
(FC) ’I‘omblgl:ee River and tributaries 100,000 \;....crenmasen 106,000 Iooooeeeae 106, 000

See footnotes at end of table,
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2.4

Revlsed budget estimate
for fiscal year 1063

House allowance

Benate allowance

Conference allowance

Construction, general, Btate and proj

m

|Construetion| Planning |Construetion| Planning

Constraction
©)

Construction| Planning
(8) )

Missourl:
Bull Shoals Reservolr, units 7 and 8, Arkansas
and Missouri. (See Arkansas.)

Canton
FC Cape Girardeau and vicinity. oo coemoceaeeaaae
Chariton River, Iowa and Mo. (Sce Iows.)
Dam 27, Mississippl River between 8t. Louis
and loek and dam 26, Illinois and Missourl.
{Bee Ilinols.).
{I"C Gre Dralnage District (not suthorized)

gOry
Hannibal (not authorized)

(MP) Joanna Reservoir (not authorized)

Kansas Citys, Kans, and Mo, (See Kansas.)
SMP) Kaysinger Bluff Reservoir (wi power).......
FO) K:‘wﬁn@r Blufl Regervoir, highway construc-

Miss[sslﬁri River between the Ohio and Mis-
11, and Mo., regulating works,

is.
M ari Rivera cultural leveos Towa, Kan-
sri Ne (8ee Tow

Missouri River Ohanna! stabmntlon, Iowa,
Kansas, Missouri, and Nebraska, (See

Towa.
(FC) Perry goslmty Drainage and Levee Districts 1,
an

EFC St. Louis
FC South River Drainage District

.............. 267, 000

280,000 | oo veccemnmmnma
8, 500, 000

MPF)  Btockton

Reservoir__
FC) Union Township Drainage District (not
authorized)

900, 000

g

1, 000,

1, 000, 000

000
20,000

000
100, 000

s58s
8888

2, 600, 000

Mon
(MP)  Libby Reservoir s
aska:

(-

(FC) Little Papillion Creek (not authoriged). ...

1\{ {gsouri River agricultural levees, Towa, Kan-
Missouri, and Nebraska, (See Iowa.)

Misauu:i River channel stabilization, Tows,

IKansas, Missouri, and Nebraska. (Bee

C Norlfo

2 2,600, 000
.............. 50, 000

(F
(FC, Balt C‘reek and tributaries. - - -cocroiccanciaanns

(FC) _ Waterloo
vada

{Fc; I{n:mboldt River (deferred) .. oococcaoncacaaen i

(FC)-, Las Vi Wash. o S

New ire:
(F Claremont Reservolr (deferred) .. ovceeceeeoan
( Hopkinton-Everett Reservolr. ...
(N) I’orssmoum Harbor and Piscataqua River,
N H., andl Maine (not autho!

it E SR L S

New
E ,\tlmt{c City {mlm‘hursemnnt} 129, 000
BE t Light (re 000
R) Cold p ﬁ nlet _(brenkwatir) =
(N) Delaware River, ¥ delphia Naval Base to
Trenton, Pel lvnnln and New Jersey..... o 00 000 e 4, 500, 000 4,500,000 | oaeeneeaaos 4,500,000 | .. ._as...o
™) Delaware River, Philadelphia to sea, anchor-
ages at Reedy Point, Deepwnter Point, and
enlarging Mareus Hook and Mantua Creek
BEES. 300, 000 00,000 fosa o 000,000 o e nis man
(R) Delawm River, Philadelphia to sea (main
dikes) New Jersey, FPennsylvania, and
(BE) Loy Vo et {reimbursement) %0 722,000 73’% 7&% """""""
fiiil ERCRAT U S 9 PR T (SR 2| 1 et LU R T | e e e ISR = e
R M&Fasqunn Inlet (bulkheads) A 10, 000 10, 000 10, 000 0,000
R New Jersey Intracoastal Waterway (jetties) . 12,000 12,000 12,000 12, 000
B Ocean City (reimbursement) . o ove e ceeeeen 158, 000 158, 000 158, 000 158,000 | . ...
Raritan Bay-Sandy Hook Bay (not author-
ized) 500, 000 500,000 {oueromomioene
(MP) Tocks Island Reservoir, Pa. and N.J. (not
authorized) $200, 000 200, 000
(FO) N““m“i&?ﬂﬁ}ao diversion channel (not auth
vepsion ¢ author- »
50, 000 50, 000
(FO) 350, 000 350, 000 850, 000
(FO) 200,000 |- oo 200, 000 200, 000
(ng 1 000 1, 500, 000 1, 500, 000 oo 1, 500, 000
gc s Two Rivers Reservolr e o oommme oo 1, 911, 000 L. 1, 911, 000 100,000 1o e
(FC) Alleenns (deferred) - 2000 ke 2L AT DM PR 7. 000515 i 7, 000
Allegheny River Reservoir, N.Y. and Pa.
(See Pennsylvania.)
(N} Buflfalo Harbor:
(a) Deepen narl-h cntrance Buflalo River
Shi B Fivske o 450, 000 450, 000 450, 000
p ca 000l AB0,000 | izl L i
(b) South enwsnce, 28, 20-, and 30-foot
channel (1980 00f) - — o couc e oo 1, 000, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 000, 000
(FC) Fire Island to Montauk Polnt____________.____|._.___ 250, 000 250, 000 750, 000 250, 000
(N) Flushing Bay and Creek (not authorized) 1, 500, 000 1, 500, 000
(N) reat Lakes to Hudson River Waterway._ 400, 000 400, 400, 000
{R) Grmt Bodus Bay (piers) 473, 000 473, 000 473, 000
(FC) Herkimer 880, 000 880, 000 K80, 000
éN) Hudson River, New York City to Albany_____ 5, 300, 000 5, 800, 000 5, 300, 000
Y P .. b e g
(FC) .ake Chatanqua lakoin River. 000 000 000
(N) Nuw York Hm-bor. S&Ioot channel from ocean » » e
to bayside. .. 1,837,000 oo ciacann 107000 1,887,000 fosiisaraniis

See footnotes at end of table.
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Construction, general, fiscal year 1963—Continued
Revised budget estimate House allowance Benate allowance Conference allowance
for fiscal year 1963
Construction, general, State and project
Construction]| Planning |Construction] Planning |Construction| Planning |[Constructlon] Planning
() 2) @) (€] (8) () m ®) ©)
New York—Continued
Rochester Harbor.... ... $900,000 |- ameeennanaa- $000, 000 $900,000 1. cnecnencanan
Belkirk Shores Stnte Park (reimbu.rsement)...- 40, 000 40, 000 40, 000 2
(FC) South Amsterdam 900,000 |-cczuncacanaan 00,000, |5 a e s etes
Tocks Island Reservoir, Pa. and N.J. (not au-
thorized) (see New Jersey).
North Carolina:
Aquatic plant control. (See Louisiana.)
EI-‘C-} New Hope Reservolr (not anthorized) oo ooccoll i Lol 15100,000 | oo oe e o meececmmaea e ncnacmenam $100,000 | .o oo $100, 000
FC Wilkesboro Reservolr. ... oo ecccacaacaacas TIO000 | e isi it TBOD0 |- o erime e
(N) ‘Wilmington Harbor, 38- and 40-foot depth (not
authorized) ......o......... 135, 000
North Dakota: ¥
FC) Bowman-Haley Reservoir (not anthorized) ...} oo oo dee i i e i e 180,000 |- oo 180, 000
P)  Garrison Reservoir. oo T R O 600,000 |- oo
Osahe Reservoir, N. Dak. and 8. Dak. (See
it South Dakota.)
(N) Ashtahula Harbor (1060 act) . . oooneeeeeoaeee 1,200,000 |- - ceeanen- 1, 200, 000 1,200,000 |__oooeeeo. 1,200,000 |
(N) ville locks and dam, Ohio and West
%ﬂh 8,200,000 |--omeeeenae 3, 200, 000 FR00,000 L s eeneaian D00, D008 e e s
FO Big by Creek Reservoir......_._. $2560,000 |..: 250,000 |- oooeeaee 250, 000
FC Buck Creek Reservoir (not authorized)........| ... .lo..... - T 000N L s 75, 000
Anthony Meldahl locks and dam,
= ]g'.lick{[and hio. (See Kentucky.)
evel
o (a) Bridge mplmmmts widening, Cuya-
hoga and Old River and deepening
in enst basin and outer
--------------------- 300,000 |.-..coioocaaoa 300,000 |- ncncucanaaaan 300,000 | ... 800,000 .- oo

EE

227

FO)

3223 2

g

22

harbor (1
(b) zs-am nppronch clumnel 27-foot en-
ce channel, 27-foot river channel,
2% feet in west basin (1960 act)
Cleveland Harbor (breakwater).........
Conneaut Harbor (hreakwater).
Deer Creek Reservoir ...
Fair Harbor

R e 3

Markland lock and dnn?n. Indians, Kentucky,
and Ohio, (Ses Kentucky.)
Paint Creek Reservoir......

Pike Ial?:d 1om and dam, Ohio and West |

Virgin
Racine locks and dam, Ohlo and West Virginia.|_____________. 305, 000
Sandusky Harbor (1960 a6t) o oo meeaeceaeeee 1 %. % ..............

Sandusky Harbor (east jetty) . - oo
Shenango River Reservoir, Ohio and Pa.  (See
Pennsylvania.

Toledo Harbor &ow. 1038, and 1960 acts)_._____{ 4,700,000 | . aaoaoan
West Branch Reservoir, Mahoning River....._ 2,400,000 | ..

Oklahoma:
A.rkmsu—Rod Rivers salinity control (initial
&t&}w}, Okl,gll‘:oma and Texas (not author-

(glee )
Ailmm ver and tributnrles bnnk sl;nblllm-
n and
Oklahoma. (See A ‘kan.sas.)

Arkansas River and tributaries navigation
locks and dam, Arkansas and Oklahoma.
(See Arkansas.)

Birch Reservoir (not suthorized) - _.._____.___

Broken Bow Rmervol.r-- ......................

Eufaula

Reservoir
Kaw Reservoir (nos suthorized) ..

Keystone Reservoir
Optima Reservoir (deferred)

..... 250,000 250, 000
oy i 305, 000 n,gg:% """ 05, 000
1,800, 000 1,800,000 [__._____

o T A L
4,700,000, | Lo - et 4,700,000 |_._.__._._____
2,400,000 |- __._.__._. 2,400,000 | ... ..

.............. 250, 000
AR, 250 | i cmmpiiae o
Al
"2007000 |1T--2-TTTT0T
4.700,000: 1o oo e
2,400,000 |- ..

lock and dam._
Skiatook Reservoir (not authorized
Wabbers Falls lock and dam.___..__.....

regon
Blue River Reservoir

Columbia and Lower Willamette River below
Vancouver, Wash. and Portland, Oreg. (not
authorized):

{a) 40-footchannel ... ._.._..___......

(b} 35 feet{rom mouthof Willamette Rivar

to Vancouvel
Columbia River at tho mouth, Oregon and
Washington

Columbia River at the mouth (jetties), Oregon
and W ton

Columbia Riverlocal protection:
John Day River.

Coos and Millicoma Rivers

Coos Bay (south jett,
Couy ﬂeaewnr v)

gAr
Fall Creek Reservoir. _________________________
Green Peter Reservoir. .. ________.

Jo&n Day lock and dam, Oregon and Washing-

n. .. L
Lower Columbia River bank protection, Ore-
gon and"Washington. . .___._

in;wer Columbia River improvement to exist-
a) Beaver Drainage District
Siuslaw River (south jetty)__.

'l‘illamook Bay and Harbor ( h
ua River (south jetty).....______

ette River Basin bank protection______.

Yaqutna Bay and Harbor . .

Yaquina Bay and Harbor (Gefties).......--looooooooooooon

Bee footnotes at end of table,
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Construction, general, fiscal year 1963—Continued
R :
a\m%gg:r e:&smm House allowance Benate allowance Conference allowance
Construction, general, Btate and project
Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning
) (2) 3 “) (&) ®) (4] ®) )

Pennsylvania:
(FC Alfeghnny River Reservoir, Pa. and N.Y.

FC Blanchard Reservoir.

;FG gﬂ':‘."‘.me Reservoir (not authorized)..

(FO Butler.
(FC Curwensville Reservoir-. . --._...-..--....
N) Dam 4, Monongahela River. ... ... ..._.
Delaware River, Philadelphia to sea (main
dikes), Delaware, Pennsylvania, and New
Jersey, (See New Jerse: E
Delaware River, Phﬂadelp ia Naval Base to
Trenton, (See New Jersey.)

1;():) I%rle Harbor (1960 8eL) . - eeeemmeemnmmmmsonman

NE Maxwell locks and dam, Monongahela River._

FC) grﬁsque Isle Peninsula ( imbursement)....... |
1

FC; Shemm River Reservoir, Ohio and Pa.__

(FC) Tlori:‘ ammond Reservofr——_..__......_
Island Reservoir, Pa. and N.J. (not au-
thorixed) (See New Tersey.)

(FC) Unlnn City Reservoir (not authorized)..___.___
Puerto Rico:
(N) San J’uaz:1 Harbor... i

Rhode It
(FO) Fox Point barrier
(FC) Lower Wi

R) Point Judith Harbor (breakwater).._._________
South Carolina:
Aquatic plant control. (See Louisiana.)
(N) Charleston Harbor (1045 8¢t) .. _co oo oononnn-
l-l’::trl;willlg1 Reservoir, Ga, and B.C. (See
akota

MP)  Fort R
(MP)  Oahe nmm::.s. Dak and N. Dak..........
Te:messee

3{ Dam Ky and Tenn. (8ee Kentucky.)

(MP)

(MP) T J' Pmy Prlest- e
!

plant control. (See Louisiana.)’
(FC) Ar Red Rivers salinity control (initial
phase), (Oklahoma and T'exas not authorized)
N) Barbour Cut, La Porte. .- oo oo e
Bardwell Reservoir..
Big Fossil Creek.

(FC
FC lieders Creek Reservoir, New Braunfel

Brazos Island Harbor (1960 act)

1,300,000 [-oeceemomnaee 1,300, 000
.............. 150, 000 -
4,500,000 |-moeeoooeeenal 2a0000- 1L
4,000,000 |-eoememeoe 4, 000, 000
rm'm ’mm
£10, 000 810, 000
824,000 |- SO 0003 == e e 824, 000

Buffalo Bayou and tributarles..____________...
Canyon Heswvolr oo commr ey
Fort Worth Floodway (Clear Fork) (not

authorized) .
(FQ) Fort Worth Floodway ex
ER} Galveston Harbor ttlvesj .....................
N Gulf Intracoastal

aterwa;
Guadalupe River c}umne! to Victoria
(R) (}1&1']{[l klnlfmconatal Waterway, Port O'Connor
(i3

(N) Houston shlg channel:
(a) Ben eaaing and widening to 36-foot

D
b) Deepening to 40 feet (phase IT)______._.
(N) Mat%sg)urda ﬁgﬁmel,e&-gnd as-lryo: chan-
818 .

o

-Corpus Ch
(a.g Channel to Viola, Sﬂ-footdepﬂ] phase I
(b) Dee nlm;exlstlng project to 40 and 42

feet .
(FQ) Port Arth)l.lr—hu.rrlmne protection (not au-

thorize

(FO) Proctor Reservoir__
Red River levees and bank stabilization below
Denison Dam, Arkansas, Louisiana, and

Texas. (See Arkansas.).
N) Sabine-Neches Waterway . oo occocvicacacecamaan
Port Arthur Bridsﬁ ......... »

(FC) San Antonio Ch
(FC) Somerville Reservoir y

FC; Stillhouse Hollow Dﬁm

FO Texas City

R Texas City ‘Channel (dike

F Vmce and Little Vince Bnyou (not authorized)

FC T Waco Reservoir......

(FC) Weber River. ...
Vermont:

(R) Bur]insinn Harbor (breakwater)........__.....

Virginia:
(FO) Gut.hright Reservoir and Fa]llm; Bprings re-

(FC
(FC

See footnotes at end of table.

am (deferred)
uvci S




See footnote at end of table,
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Consiruction, general, fiscal year 1963—Continued
Revised budget estimate Touse allowance Benate allowance Conference allowance
for fiscal year 1063
Construction, general, State and project
Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning
) @ @) ) (6] 6) [¢)] ® @
W ton:
(FO) OC ) e $1, 200,000 |- eoeooamennan $1,200,000 |-________.____ $1,200,000 | ...
'C%umbla River at “”(é';ﬂ“&"' Oms on and
Golumb!a Rlvsr( s:o the mm;th. Oregm and
iy Evmtt bor and Enohomish Rivee ...~ 1 906,000 | UL EE o 1, 208, 000 1, 208, 000 1,208,000 .o
(FO) H A, Hanson (Eagle Gorge) Reservoir____ 200, 000 200, 000 200, 000 200,000 |- ..co
John Day Tock and d.n.n):. Oregon and Wash-
(MP) thae Goose lock angtf?lnm 1,600,000 |..coeoeemannn 1,000,000 Locreesannnenee 1, 500, 000 L0 e . .eeee oo s
Ln{;rar Gollang‘t;ia R;tver h@gl: oprotectlun,
on regon
(FC) Imarmoélolumhin River improvement to exist-
Eowliu County Olmsnlid.abed Diking and
Improvement District No. 2. o oooceoaaea L $30, 000 $50, 000 $50, 000
(FC) Lower Oolumbia River leveentnowloeation.s
Kalama River, south area. 10, 000 10, 000
MP] Mmamltelocimddm.. 500, 000 500, 000 500, 000
MP] Lower Monumental lock and dam 18, 500, 000 18, 500, 000 18, 500, 000 18,500,000 | .. .. __-
ro; Pullman s 25,000 |..__. 25, 000 25, 000
FO, mﬂammam!sh River_. 1,060, 000 1, 060, 000 1, 060, 000 1,060,000 |. ..o mnaeee
Be, locks and dam, Ohio and West
Vi n. {Beo Ohio.)
FC Buck authorized. . 130, 000 30, 000 30, 000
FC Bumsville Beamrv!uir (domrred) 35, 000 65, 000 65, 000 65, 000
FC East Lynn voir. 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000
FC Justice Reservoir (not suthorized). . 150, 000
Hannibal locks and dam, Ohio and West
N Opekt ].ml(‘ﬁoaOh!o.) 6,000, 000 000, 000 6, 000, 000
B R e L s da Gusaarwar| P e S St valagp s
Virginia. (See Ohio.)
Racine locks and dam, Ohio and West Virginia.
(See Ohio.)
(FC) Summersville Reservolr. ....oooo ool _aao. 9,750,000 | Zioiiiiio 9, 760, 000
¥ Ashiand Harbor__. 000 000
ol Dulut Harbor, Minnesota and Wis- . 3
consin. (See Minnesota.)
(FC) Eau Galle River. 2T )| R ———— 340, 000
(N) Green B’ﬁg"‘”’ = 260, 000
(N) Kenosha bor (not authorized). .. % e
Menominee Harbor (plers), ichigan and
Wisconsin. (See Michisan }
R Milwaukee Harbor {hreak ............... b 300, 000
gﬁi Sturgeon :BH and 'ﬁdiehigm smp)&:'{il' oL o
a;
Wyo (mvetmtg) 360, 000 360, 000
EFU; Inckm Holo. . 430, 000 430, 000
Sherid 000,000 | o eee e mn - 000, 000
FC margency bank oction 11 3 SRS ol 200, 000
EFO; Local protection projects not requiring specific o
le R s L e 8,000, 000 |-—sc—eecae- 3, 000, 000
navigation projects not requiring specific
(FC) 8 and(e?se:aigﬁsw """""" 200,000 [T "33&' o
oy s B TR T Al SRS e 200,000 f-ceemnaaaaaas
FPro, s for restudy (217, 000)
on pleted proj 4, 000, 000 4, 150, 000
Small authorized pru Al 20 8 0 1, 500, D00 1, 500, 000
Fish and wildlife studies (U.8. Fish and Wild-
life Service) 600,000 I..eeeenemeee- 600, 000
(R) Minor rehabilitation projects (costing up to
.Ull) 2, 500, 000 2, 500, 000
tion T 2000 i 22,000
Bed?.wﬂnn for anticipated savings and slip-
~—60, 000, 000 ~80, 000, 000
Grand total, construction, general. . ... 761, 045, 000 10, 600, 000 | 745, 867, 000 16, 404, 000 | 786, 130, 500 21, 000 | 772,786, 500 20, 059, 000
780, G?B,M 762, 361, » e 792, 500
Submitted in 8. Doe, 135,
lliglblo for selection und.ar Tum sp{rmprhtl-nn for small authorized projects.
2 Eligible for selection under small navigation program not requiring s| legislation.
Flood control, Mississippt River and tribularies, fiscal year 1963
Budget estimate for House allowance Senate allowance Conference allowance
fiscal year 1963
Projects
Construetion| Planni C io Pl Construction| Planning |Construction| Planning
m 2 @) “ (5) (] (o] ®) @)
1. Gen?mlénveaugnéiunsm o A
xamina; v 500 500
(b% Collection and studs;r“of 82, :Eﬂ) ?2.?'500 gﬁw g&&i}}
Subtotal, general investigations. . ._..._.... 128, 000 125, 000 145,000 145, 000
% Consl.ructiuu and ing:
i.ssl.as[PE:‘ S N == 2 200,000 1 o e £2, 200, 000 $3, 000, 000
e e A e L S 25, 500, 000 25, 500, 000 27, 500, 000
Memphis arbor. 800, 000 800, 000 800, 000
Greenville Harbor ! 1, 530, 000 1 500.000 b 1, 530, 000
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Flood conirol, Mississippi River and tributaries, fiscal vear 1963—Continued

Projects

(¥

Budget estimate for House allowance Benate allowance Conference allowance
fiscal year 1963
Construction| Planning |Construction| Pl g |Constructi Planni Construction| Planning
2) 3 ) (5) (6) @ 8 @

2. Construction and planning—Continued
01d River control

St, Francis Basin. .

Lower White River.

Cache Basin_____

West T tributaries

Wc].[ R[\mr and tributaries

Lower Ar £
Tensas Basin:

Boeuf and Tensas Rivers, ete

Red R:\er backwater 1. oo

Yazoo Basin:
Sardis Reservoir. . e

Enid Reservoir

Arkabutla Reservolr. . . ... . ..o o ...

Grenada Reservoir.....

L [T B S S A e e

Main stem

Tributaries.

Big Sunflower River, ete. ... _._._...

Yazoo backwater.

Atchafalays Basin__

Lake Pontehartrain.

Subtotal, construction and planning..........____
Reduction for anticipated savings and slippages._..______

Total, construction and plannimz ..................
3. Maintenance. ... ..._....... W - 1L

L L e i e it o e S

"

2 |
5=
2
:

| e 30, 000
53, 53, 000
30, 30, 000
87, 37,000
700, 700, 000
2,050, 2,050,000 |-
660, 660, 000
1, 200, 1, 200, 000
900, £00, 000
4,900, 4,900,000
760, 760, 000
53,275, 56,149, 000
—1, 500, —1, 500,
51, 775, 000 54, 649, 000
18, 500, 000 i 21, 000,

1 Completed with amount in approved budget,

Bureau of Reclamation—Construction and rehabilitation

Project Budget House Senat Confl
estimate allowance allowance allowance
(1 2) 3) ) (5)

Advance pl i e $1, 705, 000 £130, 000 $1, 400, 000 $1, 030, 000
Gila project, Arizona. - ooococenoaeaas 3, 000, 000 2, 000, 000 2, 000, 000 2,000, 000
Colorado River front work and levee system, Arizona-California 250, 000 250, 550, 000 550, 000
Central Valley project, California. 47, 401, 000 47, 401, 000 47, 401, 000 47, 401, 000

Avondale, Dalton ardens and ]Ins{]en Lake pIpe rehabﬂltnt!m Idaho 519, 000 519, 519, 000 519,
Wichita project, Cheney dl\ris!on Kansas. 7, 100, 000 7, 100, 000 7, 100, 000 7, 100, 000
Washoe project, Nevada- California... ... s 198, 315 198, 315 198, 315 198, 315
A e s D ot N M OO0, - o o s s L e L e e 80, 000 80, 000
Norman project, Oklahoma - 7, 500, 000 7, 500, 000 7, 500, 000 7, 500, 000
Rogue River anln. Talent division, Oregon 439, 000 439, 000 439, 000 439, 000
The Dalles project, western divis:uu. Oyegon2t T SEptce (- 1, 025, 000 1, 025, (00 1, 025, 000 1, 025, 000
Vale project, Buiiy Creek extension, Oregon._ .. i . icociccocoaracesion 1, 765, 000 1, 765, 000 1, 7685, 000 1, 765, 000
Klamath pmjeec, regnn Ca:iiomia sk 515, 000 515, 000 515, 000 515, 000
Canadian River L e 10, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 10, 000, 000
Lower Rio Grangm rehn'bmtation project, La Feria division, Texas._ i 1, 500, 000 1, 500, 000 1, 500, 000 1, 500, D00
Lower Rio Grande rehabilitation project, Meroedes division, Texas e S NS o 1, 940, 000 1, 940, 000 1, 940, 000 1, 940, 000
San Angelo project, 'IWexas ...... i 2, 770, 000 2,770, 000 2, 690, 000 2, 690, 000
Weber Basin Broject. 10, 538, 000 10, 538, 000 10, 538, 000 10, 538, 000
Chief Joseph project Grcnt.er Wenatchm division, Washington 2, 136, 000 2, 136, 000 2,136, 000 2, 136, 000
Columbia Basin | S50 4, 569, 000 4, 569, 000 4, 569, 000 4, 569, 000
Drainage and minor mnstrucl.lon ............ 3, 056, 054 3, 956, 054 3, 956, 054 3,956, 054
Rehabilitation and betterment of existing projects. S e St 5, 346, 000 5, 346, 000 5, 346, 000 5, 346, 000
Subtotal P S S St e e e R R 114,172, 369 111, 597, 369 113, 167, 369 112, 797, 369

Missouri River Basin project:

Ajinsworth unit, Nebraska_.._..__._. 5, 800, 000 5, 800, 000 5, 800, 000 5, 800, 000
Almena unit, ‘fﬂnm EE 4, 826, 000 4, 826, 000 4, 826, 000 4, 826, 000
Cedar Blufl unit, Kansas 906, 000 906, 000 906, 000 906, 000
East Bench unit, Montana =EE 5, 620, 000 5, 620, 000 5, 620, 000 5, 620, 000
Farwell unit, Nebraska. ... oo n 6, 800, 000 6, 800, 000 6, 800, 000 6, 800, 000
Frenchman- bﬁmbridue division, Nebraska____________________ 1, 714, 000 1, 714, 000 1,714, 000 1, 714, 000
Glen Elder unit, Kansas Rl 750, 000 750, 000 750, 000 750, 000
Oahe unit, James section, South Dakota 220, 000 220, 000 220, 000 220, 000
Transmission division...._. % 14, 449, 000 14, 229, 000 14, 379, 000 14, 379, 000
Yellowtail unit, Montana-Wyoming..._......_._ R e A SR T T Ejd 12, 150, 000 12, 150, 000 12, 150, 000 12, 150, 000
Drainage and minor construction.. _____._____ 1,705, 631 1, 785, 631 1, 820, 631 1, 820, 631
Investigations Lz i gl 1, 488, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 431, 000 1, 143, 000
Advance planning.. S e L e 1, 284, 000 1,284, 000 1, 284, 000 1, 284, 000
Subtotal, Missouri River Basin project_.._.___________ . 57, 802, 631 57, 004, 631 57, 700, 631 57,412, 631
Other Department of the Interior agencies....__________ 3 i , 240, 2, 900, 000 3, 008, 000 3, 008, 000
Total, Missouri River Basin project_._...._____ =i e 61, 042, 631 59, 004, 631 60, 708, 631 60, 420, 631
total, construction and rehabilitation. . o 175, 215, 000 171, 592, 000 173, 876, 000 173, 218, 000
Undistributed reduction based on anticipated delays. N L e 13, 515, 000 18, 515, 000 13, 515, 000 15, 000, 000
Total, eonstruction and rehabilitation. _______________. e ST el 161, 700, 000 153, 077, 000 160, 361, 000 158, 218, 000

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE
A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, notified the Senate that,
pursuant to the provisions of section 1,

Public Law 87-759 the Speaker had ap-
pointed Mr. HgEeBerT, Mr. CoLMER, MTr.
ABERNETHY, Mr. CHELF, Mr. BoGes, Mr.
EvERETT, Mr. BAKER, and Mr. SILER &S
members of the Battle of New Orleans

Sesquicentennial Celebration Commis-
sion, on the part of the House.

The message announced that the House
had passed, without amendment, the bill
(8.3215) for the relief of Kim Chong Koo.
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The message further announced that
the House had passed the following bill
and joint resolution, in which it re-
quested the concurrence of the Senate:

HR. 10539. An act to amend the Federal
Employees Health Benefits Act of 1959 to
provide additional choice of health benefits
plans, and for other purposes; and

H.J. Res. 907. Joint resolution fixing the
time of assembly of the 88th Congress.

The message also announced that the
House had agreed to the following con-
current resolutions, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate:

H. Con. Res. 584, Concurrent resolution
fixing the date for the sine die adjournment
of the 2d session of the 87th Congress; and

H. Con. Res. 585. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the officers of the House and Sen-
ate to sign enrolled bills notwithstanding
the sine die adjournment,

The message further announced that
the House had agreed to a resolution
(H. Res. 835) to appoint two Members of
the House to join a similar committee ap-
pointed by the Senate, to wait upon the
President of the United States and in-
form him that the two Houses have com-
pleted their business of the session and
are ready to adjourn.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

The bill (H.R. 10539) to amend the
Federal Employees Health Benefits Act
of 1959 to provide additional choice of
health benefits plans, and for other pur-
poses, was read twice by its title and
referred to the Committee on Post Office
and Civil Service.

ASSERTION OF THE POWER OF THE
SENATE TO ORIGINATE BILLS AP-
PROPRIATING MONEY FOR THE
SUPPORT OF THE GOVERNMENT

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I sub-
mit and send to the desk a privileged
resolution, for which I request immedi-
ate consideration.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The resolution will be read.

The resolution (S. Res. 414) submitted
by Mr. RUSSELL was read, as follows:

Whereas the House of Representatives has
adopted House Resolution 831 alleging that
Senate Joint Resolution 234, a resolution
continuing the appropriations for the De-
partment of Agriculture, to be in contraven-
tion of the first clause of the seventh section
of the Constitution and an infringement of
the privileges of the House; and

Whereas this clause of the Constitution
provides only that “All bills for raising reve-
nue shall originate in the House of Repre-
sentatives,” and does not in anywise limit
or restrict the privileges and power of the
Senate with respect to any other legislation;
and

Whereas the acquiesence of the Senate in
permitting the House to first consider appro-
priation bills eannot change the clear lan-
guage of the Constitution nor affect the Sen-
ate's coequal power to originate any bill not
expressly “raising revenue”; and

Whereas the Committee on the Judiciary
of the House of Representatives, pursuant to
a directive of the House of Representatives,
reported to the House in 1885 that the power
to originate bills appropriating money from
the Treasury did not reside exclusively in the
House: Therefore be it

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Resolved, That the Senate respectfully as-
serts its power to originate bills appropriat-
ing money for the support of the Govern-
ment and declares its willingness to submit
the issue either for declaratory judgment by
an appropriate appellate court of the United
States or to an appropriate commission of
outstanding educators specializing in the
study of the English language to be chosen
in equal numbers by the President of the
Senate and the Speaker of the House; and
be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be transmitted to the House of Representa-
tives.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, the Senate will
proceed to the immediate consideration
of the resolution.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, this
resolution is just as self-explanatory, I
believe, as the clause of the Constitution
which is involved. I see no necessity for
laboring it.

I move the adoption of the resolution.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Georgia yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. I am glad to yield.

Mr. KEATING. Does the Senator
from Georgia believe it would help to
have a yea-and-nay vote on the resolu-
tion, in order to show the unanimity of
the Senate in regard to it?

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I am
sure the Senate is unanimously in sup-
port of this proposition; and I do not
think it would be worthwhile to call our
associates into the Chamber, from the
matters which now engage them, in order
to have a yea-and-nay vote taken.

Mr. EEATING. I agree with the Sen-
ator from Georgia. I merely wanted to
express my strong support of the resolu-
tion.

Mr. RUSSELL. I thank the Senator
from New York. I am sure the resolu-
tion will be unanimously agreed to.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

RESEARCH PROGRAM TO DISCOVER
NEW USES FOR AGRICULTURAL
PRODUCTS

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I sub-
mit a resolution which I send to the desk,
and for which I request immediate con-
sideration.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The resolution will be read.

The resolution (S. Res. 415) submitted
by Mr. RusseLL, was read, as follows:

Whereas the vast accumulation of surplus
agricultural commodities by the Govern-
ment of the United States, at the expense
of the American taxpayer, presents this Na-
tion one of its most serious domestic prob-
lems involving the expenditure of billions
of dollars for storage, handling and trans-
portation alone; and

Whereas this condition makes it not only
desirable but necessary that appropriate steps
be taken to decrease the enormous expendi-
tures and wastage involved in the accumu-
lation, handling and storage of sald sur-
pluses; and

Whereas the United States has neglected
adequate research in finding new means to
utilize these vast surpluses for the benefit
of the American people who have contributed
almost $27,000,000,000 to the farm program
since 1952: Therefore be it

October 13

Resolved, That the Senate of the United
States hereby respectfully requests the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to submit to the Di-
rector of the Budget and to the Congress
in time to be considered in connection with
the first supplemental appropriation bills
before the Congress in the 88th Congress
the most effective program available for re-
search to discover new uses for agricultural
commodities; and be it further

Resolved, That the Secretary be requested
to limit this program to items costing not in
excess of $35,000,000 per annum above cur-
rent allowances for 1963 for utilization re-
search to discover new uses for agricultural
commodities.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, the Senate
will proceed to the consideration of the
resolution.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, the
resolution merely sets forth, in essence,
the position of the Senate, as expressed
by the 77 to 0 vote on the floor of the
Senate. It requests that the Secretary
of Agriculture define the program, so
that the fact that it has not previously
been defined and spelled out in detail
could not be used as an ostensible objec-
tion to the program. The resolution
does not involve the expenditure of a
dime of money; it merely requests the
Secretary of Agriculture to submit this
program to the Congress, for its con-
sideration.

Mr. President, I move the adoption of
the resolution.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution of the Senator from Georgia.

The resolution was agreed to.

FISCAL POLICY

Mr, WILLIAMS of Delaware. Mr,
President, there appears in today’s issue
of the Washington Daily News an edito-
rial on fiscal policy, as written by former
President Harry Truman. I ask unani-
mous consent that the editorial be
printed at this point in the REcorbp.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

“HooEY" SAYS HARRY

Today we let Harry Truman write our
editorial on fiscal policy:

“It is all a bunch of hooey to talk about
cutting taxes when you are trying to give
Government workers a pay raise and when we
face the costly defense situation we do.”

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, the sen-
jor Senator from New York [Mr. Javirs]
has asked me to request unanimous con-
sent that a statement prepared by him
be printed in the body of the REcorp. I
so request, Mr. President.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR JAVITS

I wish to register my strong protest against
the highly arbitrary action of the other body
in adamantly refusing to pass the supple-
mental appropriations bill, H.R. 13290, be-
cause of a dispute over a few items, in an-
other set of bills, regarding public works.
The country should be made aware of the
price which the other body is exacting for
the willfulness of some, and the record should
show clearly just where the responsibility
lies.
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The supplemental appropriations bill con-
tains additional funds which are essential to
the continued effectiveness of many Govern-
ment agencies for the remainder of the year.
I am advised that some of these agencles and
their programs can get along on some sort of
stretching basis until the opening of the
88th Congress next January when, we are
told, another bill can be pushed through.
But many agencies will be hard hit, and it
is the Nation which will bear the brufit of
their diminished effectiveness.

Extremely unfair is the case of the school
lunch program which will be deprived of
vitally needed funds for the next few school
months. Similarly, Federal public welfare
grants to the States under the new expanded
program, especially ald for dependent chil-
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dren, will be stalled, as will the new educa-
tional television program and the U.S. In-
formation Agency; perhaps most cruelly, the
recently passed and much needed increase in
annuities to ecivil service retirees will be held
up along with many Iltems for salaries of
employees of Bseveral departments and
agencies.

‘We should not ask these agencies and these
employees to scrape along on a basis of ex-
pediency at a time when the Nation demands
s0 much of them. I believe the other body
is bypassing its responsibilities shamefully
and the Nation should know it. It is small
consolation at this late date, but at least the
Congress must now reaffirm its solemn obli-
gation to pay those sums at the earliest
opportunity in the next Congress.

Table of appropriation bills, 87th Cong., 2d sess.
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BUDGET ESTIMATES AND AMOUNTS
OF ALL APPROPRIATIONS BILLS,
87TH CONGRESS, 2D SESSION

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that there be printed
in the Recorp a table which shows the
budget estimates, the amounts in the
House and the Senate versions of the
bills, and the final amounts agreed to in
conference for every appropriation bill
approved during the 87th Congres, 2d
session.

There being no objection, the table
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

[Does not include any back-door appropristion bills. Also excludes permanent appropriations]

I
Budget esti- Amount as Budget esti- Amount as Final action: n;rg:e g“:!_e-
Bl No. Title mates to House | passed House | mates to Senate | passed Senate Amount as  |pared te budget
approved estimates to
Benate
19062 SUPPLEMENTALS
H,J. Res, 612 | Vi * Administration $151, 200, 000 , 000, Slal 200, 000 $55, 000, 000 $55,000,000 | —$06, 200, 000
H.R. 11038 | 2d 1 t 1 503, 265, 447, 514, 000 622.33 ,m 689 | 2 —148, 681,240
H.J. Res. 745 | Buppl tal 35250, 0 |t e d s (MT.gm, Lt s
Total, 1962 supplementals. ..ol 654, 465, 000 502, 514, 000 673,431, 929 B15, 008, 344 428, 550, 689 | —244, 881, 240
1963 APPROPRIATIONS
H.R. 10526 | Treasury-Fost Office 5, 575, 386, 000 5,461, 671, 000 5, 575, 396, 000 5, 526, 558, 000 5, 480, 781, 000 —85, 605, 000
H.R 10802 | Interior ¢... 930, 674, 000 , 585, 000 032, 674, 000 922, 560, 820 , 362, 000 —47, 312, 000
H.R. 10004 | Labor-HEW_. , 831, 000 5, 170, 788, 000 5, 386, 363, 100 5, 380, 958, 000 5, 334, 609, 500 — b1, 758, 600
H.R. 11151 Legislative. 114, 078, 425 113, 733, 890 § 146, 013, 210 146, 600, 680 146, 477, 270 —435,
H.R. 1120 47,907, 000,000 | ¢ 47, 839, 401, 000 47,907, 000, €48,420, 221,000 | * 48, 136,247,000 | -1-229, 247, 000
H.R. 12276 | District of Columbi (200, 134, 478) 200, 059, 000) (300, 161, 478) (289, 253, 300) , 986, 350) | (—11,175,128)
Federal payment 35,199, 33,16, 000 35, 100, 000 33,199, 000 33,109,000 | —2, 000,000
Loan aut ! 3&8.042. 000) (26, 042, 000) (26, 042, 000) (26, 042, 000) (20, 042,000) |- m e eeeee e
H.R. 12580 | State, Justice, Commerce, Judielary. ............| 12 004,178,000 1, 901, 215, 700 72,123, 248, 000 2, 036, 808, 700 2, 025, 895, 700 =407, 352, 300
H.R. 12648 | Agriculture d : . 6,354, 783, 000 5, 475, 842, 500 6, 354, 743, 000 4,774, 983, 000 5,487,029,500 | —867,753,
aut (805, 000, 000) (805, 000, 000) 805, 000, 000) (820, 000, 000) (820,000,000} (415, 000, 000)
HR, 12711 | Independent offices * 12, 560, 063, 500 11, 601, 141, 000 12, 580, 269, 500 11, 801, 590, 000 11,631, 792,100 | - 477,
H.R. 12870 | Mill construction 1, 594, 729, 500 1, 369, 741, 000 1, 504, 729, 500 1, 350, 501, 000 1,319,114, 500 | —275, 615, 000
H,R. 12000 | Public works 4, 745, 332, 000 4, 618, 807, 900 5, 651, 751, 000 5,211, 271, 400 5,000, 134, 400 | —582, 616, 600
H.R, 13175 "omifn ist: 7,335, 029, 000 5, 956, 852, 000 7,335, 029, 000 6, 781, 402, 000 6, 278, 962, 000 —1.056,06?.
H.R, 13290 | Bupplemental. . 543, 728, 980 404, 747, 880 631, 785, 378 550, 668, 376 —631, 785, 376
Total, 1903 appropriotions. . .ooceeeeenoceas 04, 985,012,405 | 90, 710,825,870 |  96,255,130,686 | 92,946,411,086 | 01, 837, 608, 970 |—4, 417, 526, 716
Total, all appropriations ¥ 05, 630, 477, 405 91,213, 339, 870 | * 96, 928, 562, 615 93, 561,420,330 | * 02, 266, 154, 659 |—4, 662, 407, 956
'I\:lhl, loan authorizations (831, 042, 000) (831, 042, 000) (831, 042, 000) (846, 042, 000) (846, 042, 000) | (415, 000, 000)
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NOTIFICATION OF PRESIDENT RE-
LATING TO ADJOURNMENT SINE
DIE

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
submit a resolution which I send to the
desk, and for which I request immediate
consideration.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore, The resolution will be read.

The resolution (S. Res. 416) sub-
mitted by Mr. MANSFIELD was read, as
follows:

Resolved, That a committee of two Sena-
tors be appointed by the Presiding Officer

to join a similar committee of the House
of Representatives to notify the President

of the United States that the two Houses
have completed the business of the session
and are ready to adjourn unless he has some
further communication to make to them.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, the Senate will

proceed to consider the resolution; and,
without objection, it is agreed to.

The Chair appoints the Senator from
Montana [Mr. MaxsrFIELD] and the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. SALTON-
sTALL] the members of the committee on
the part of the Senate.

RECESS

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate stand in recess, subject
to the call of the Chair.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3
o'clock and 9 minutes p.m.) the Senate
took a recess, subject to the call of the
Chair.

At 3 o'clock and 34 minutes p.m., the
Senate reconvened, when called to or-
der by the Presiding Officer (Mr, MORSE
in the chair).

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. MANSFIELD., Mr. President,
from the committee appointed to notify
the President of the United States that
the two Houses are ready to adjourn un-
less he had further communications to
make to us, I report that the committee
has performed its duty, having previ-
ously communicated with the President,
and that the President informs us that
he has no further communications to
make to the Congress.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. SALTONSTALL, Perhaps it
would not be amiss to repeat his words,
that if it were all right by us, it was all
right by him.

Mr. MANSFIELD. The Senator is
correct.
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Mr. President, there are three resolu-
tions at the desk. I ask that they be
called up and considered.

DATE OF ASSEMBELY OF 88TH
CONGRESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate a joint resolution (H.J.
Res. 907) fixing the time of the as-
sembly of the 88th Congress, which was
considered and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of ithe United States of America
in Congress assembled, That the Eighty-
eighth Congress shall assemble at noon on
Wednesday, January 9, 1963.

SINE DIE ADJOURNMENT

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-
fore the Senate a concurrent resolution
(H. Con. Res. 584), fixing the date for
the sine die adjournment of the 2d ses-
sion of the 87th Congress, which was
considered and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That the two
Houses of Congress shall adjourn on Satur-
day, October 13, 1962, and that when they
adjourn on said day, they stand adjourned
sine die.

AUTHORIZATION FOR SIGNING OF
ENROLLED EBILLS AND JOINT
RESOLUTIONS AFTER SINE DIE
ADJOURNMENT
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be-

fore the Senate the concurrent resolu-

tion (H. Con. Res. 585), which was con-
sidered and agreed to, as follows:
Resolved by the House of Representatives

(the Senate concurring), That notwith-

standing the sine die adjournment of the

two Houses, the Speaker of the House of

Representatives and the President of the

Senate be, and they are hereby, authorized

to sign enrolled bills and joint resolutions

duly passed by the two Houses and found
truly enrolled.

EXPRESSION OF THANKS OF THE
SENATE TO THE VICE PRESIDENT

Mr. MANSFIELD submitted a resolu-
tion (S. Res. 417), which was considered
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate
are hereby tendered to the Honorable LYNDON
B. JounsoN, Vice President of the United
States and President of the Senate, for the
courteous, dignified, and impartial manner
in which he has presided over its delibera-
tions during the second session of the Eighty-
seventh Congress.

EXPRESSION OF THANKS OF THE
SENATE TO THE PRESIDENT PRO
TEMPORE
Mr. MANSFIELD submitted a resolu-

tion (S. Res. 418), which was considered
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate
are hereby tendered to the Honorable CARL
Havpew, President pro tempore of the Senate,
for the courteous, dignified, and impartial
manner in which he has presided over its de-
liberations during the second session of the
Eighty-seventh Congress.
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APPOINTMENTS BY THE VICE PRES-
IDENT SUBSEQUENT TO SINE DIE
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MANSFIELD submitted a resolu-
tion (S. Res. 419), which was considered
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That notwithstanding the final
adjournment of the present session of the
Congress, the President of the Senate be, and
he is hereby, authorized to make appoint-
ments to commissions or committees author-
ized by law, by concurrent action of the two
Houses, or by order of the Senate.

STATEMENT OF APPRECIATION

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, it
would be hard to imagine a more ingrati-
ating Senator, or a more accommodating
one, than the distinguished minority
leader, the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Dirksenl. Our relationship has been a
source of strength tome. We have dealt
with each other almost daily since Jan-
uary 20, 1961, working out the sched-
ule of the Senate, and attempting to
mold a legislative program that would be
worthy of the greatest parliamentary
body in the world. Where there ap-
peared to be almost insuperable obsta-
cles to that program, the Senator from
Illinois threw his immense powers of
persuasion into the resolution of those
obstacles. I do not mean to say he gave
up his beliefs or his colorful partisan-
ship; he did not. But he has prevented
partisanship from itself becoming an in-
superable obstacle to the performance of
our legislative responsibilities. For that
I honor him, and I pay him these re-
spects as a friend and admirer. What-
ever our profound disagreements on
many policy maftters, we have not per-
nlxitted these to disrupt our steady friend-
ship.

The very agreeable minority whip, the
distinguished Senator from California
IMr. KucheL], has carried many re-
sponsibilities, both dramatic and dreary.
He has been a steadfast floor leader of
his party in the absence of the Senator
from Illinois, and a wise counselor at all
times. No more likable man exists in
the Congress.

I find it hard to improve on the words
of the junior Senator from Florida [Mr.
SMmATHERS], when he spoke of the dis-
tinguished majority whip, the Senator
from Minnesota [Mr. Hum~HREY] last
Tuesday:

I challenge anyone to be associated with
this wonderful man for any length of time

and not increase greatly his admiration and
affection for him.

HuserT HUMPHREY and I were friends
before we assumed duties of leadership
in this Chamber. I can honestly state
that this friendship has been absolutely
invaluable to me during the 87th Con-
gress. A servant of the State of Minne-
sota, of the Democratic Party, and of
the highest progressive traditions of
American political life, Senator Hum-
PHREY has earned the lasting gratitude
of all those who have worked with him
in the U.S. Senate.

The tribute paid the Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. HumMpHREY] by the dis-
tinguished junior Senator from Florida

October 13
[Mr. SmaTHERS] might appropriately be
made about its author. Senator

SmaTHERS has been an independent,
hard-working, and highly productive
member of the Senate Democratic lead-
ership. Easygoing as he seems, he has
been unstinting in his service to the
Senate, and by that service has earned
the respect, as well as the fond regard,
of his colleagues.

Mr. President, I pay my additional re-
spects to the committee staffs, who have
labored through an unusually long and
productive Congress, and whose efforts
are completely essential to any sound
record of accomplishment in the Senate;
to the staff of the Senate itself, especially
to our beloved friend, Secretary Felton
Johnston, now recovering from an eye
operation and soon to return to his post
in good health; to Joe Duke, our unfail-
ingly helpful Sergeant at Arms; to Bobby
Baker, for many years the indispensable
right arm of Senate leadership; to Mark
Trice, Bill Brownrigg, and Rein Vander
Zee, who have, with efficiency and with
agreeable spirits, kept the machinery of
the Senate running; to the clerks at the
desk, the official reporters, the young
men who serve in the cloakrooms and as
pages and those who serve both press
and Senate—I shall not detain the Sen-
ate with a complete listing of those with-
out whom we could not operate this huge
institution. It must suffice that I offer
the thanks of the elected Members of
this body to the unelected members.

Let me pay a last overdue debt of
thanks to Senators LEE METCALF, JOE
HickeEy, CLAIBORNE PELL, QUENTIN BUR-
pick, and MAURINE NEUBERGER. These
freshmen Senators served the Senate in
one of the most grueling tasks it befalls
a Senator to perform—presiding over the
long, long sessions we frequently endure
They did it without complaint, and with
courtesy, dignity, and authority.

Mr. President, I would be remiss in my
obligation if I did not mention the co-
operation, understanding and tolerance
shown by the leadership of the other
body in the person of the Speaker, Mr.
McCorMACK, the majority leader, Mr. AL-
BERT, of Oklahoma; the majority whip,
Mr. BoeGs, of Louisiana; the minority
leader, Mr. HALLECK, of Indiana; and the
minority whip, Mr. Arenps, of Illinois.
They were very cooperative. Collective-
ly they have performed a great service
in the House of Representatives. I com-
mend and congratulate them for what
they have been able to do over the past
2 years.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair recognizes the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
on behalf of the minority leader, the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN], the
minority whip, the Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. KucHEL], and all the Repub-
lican Senators, I thank the majority
leader for the very thoughtful, consid-
erate, patient, and understanding man-
ner in which he has led the Senate
through this long and difficult session.
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As he has said, he has had the coop-
eration and understanding of the minor-
ity leader [Mr. Dirksen]. When he
congratulates Mr, DirksSEN, he congratu-
lates all the members of the Republi-
can Party in the Senate, who have fol-
lowed Mr. DirxseEN and who have great
respect for his leadership. We thank
the majority leader for his work in con-
ducting this long and arduous session, in
which we have all worked hard, but in
which he has worked harder than any of
us.

As acting minority leader today, I pay
this tribute to him in the closing hour
of the session.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the dis-
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts
for his kind words. I assure him that
I deeply appreciate them.

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, if
there is no further business to come bhe-
fore the Senate, it is with regret and
resignation and relief that I move that
the Senate stand adjourned sine die.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Morse in the chair). It is with great
pleasure that the Chair puts the motion.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3
o'clock and 41 minutes p.m.), Saturday,
October 13, 1962, pursuant to House Con-
current Resolution 584, the Senate ad-
journed sine die.

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESO-
LUTIONS SIGNED AFTER SINE DIE
ADJOURNMENT

Pursuant to House Concurrent Reso-
lution 585, agreed to October 13, 1962,
the President pro tempore, on October
16, 1962, signed the following enrolled
bills and joint resolutions, which had
previously been signed by the Speaker of
the House of Representatives:

S.1447. An act to amend the District of
Columbia Teachers' Balary Act of 1955, as
amended, and to provide for the adjustment
of annuities pald from the District of Co-
lumbia teachers' retirement and annuilty
fund;

8.1961. An act for the relief of Lt. Charles
M. Cox, US. Army (retired);

Hls- 25565, An act for the relief of Fong Yee

n; ’

8.3124. An act for the rellef of Lt. Col.
Gustave M. Minton, Jr., U.8. Air Force;

B.3215. An act for the relief of Kim Chong
Koo;

5.3361. An act to facilitate the entry of
alien skilled specialists and certain relatives
of U.8. citizens, and for other purposes;

8.3451. An act to provide rellef for resi-
dential occupants of unpatented mining
claims upon which valuable improvements
have been placed, and for other purposes;

S5.3453. An act for the relief of Dr. Felix
Nabor Sabates;

S.3705. An act to amend the District of
Columbia Police and Firemen's Salary Act
of 1958, as amended, to increase salaries, to
adjust pay alinement, and for other pur-
poses;

H.R.7982. An act to amend the act of July
2, 1948, s0 as to repeal portions thereof re-
lating to residual rights in certain land on
Santa Rosa Island, Fla.;
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HR.10620. An act to amend section 213
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1854 to in-
crease the maximum limitations on the
amount allowable as a deduction for medical,
dental, ete., expenses, and for other purposes;

H.R. 11586. An act to amend section 502 of
the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended,
and for other purposes;

H.R. 12276. An act making appropriations
for the government of the District of Co-
lumbia and other activities chargeable in
whole or in part against the revenues of said
District for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1963, and for other purposes;

H.R. 12580. An act making appropriations
for the Departments of State, Justice, and
Commerce, the judiciary, and related agen-
cles for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1963,
and for other purposes;

H.R.12648. An act making appropriations
for the Department of Agriculture and
related agencies for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1963, and for other purposes;

H.R. 12820. An act to validate the coverage
of certain State and local employees in the
State of Arkansas, under the agreement en-
tered into by such State pursuant to section
218 of the Soclal Security Act, and for other
purposes;

HR. 12800. An act making appropriations
for certain civil functions administered by
the Department of Defense, certain agencies
of the Department of the Interior, the
Atomlc Energy Commission, the St. Lawrence
Seaway Development Corporation, the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority, and certain river
basin commissions for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1963, and for other purposes;

H.R.13273. An act authorizing the con-
struction, repalr, and preservation of certain
public works on rivers and harbors for navi-
gation, flood control, and for other purposes;

8.J. Res. 208. Joint resolution to establish
a commission to develop and execute plans
for the celebration of the 150th anniversary
of the Battle of Lake Erie, and for other

purposes;

H.J. Res. 489. Joint resolution to provide
protection for the golden eagle; and

H.J. Res. 907. Joint resolution that the
88th Congress shall assemble at noon on
Wednesday, January 9, 1963,

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESO-
LUTION PRESENTED AFTER SINE
DIE ADJOURNMENT

The Secretary of the Senate, on Octo-
ber 17, 1962, presented to the President
of the United States the following
enrolled bills and joint resolution:

S. 1447, An act to amend the District of
Columbia Teachers' Salary Act of 1955, as
amended, and to provide for the adjustment
of annuities paid from the District of Colum-
bia teachers’ retirement and annulty fund;

5.1061. An act for the rellef of Lt. Charles
M. Cox, U.S. Army (retired);

5.2555. An act for the rellef of Fong Yee
Hin;

5.3124. An act for the relief of Lt. Col.
Gustave M. Minton, Jr., US. Air Force;

8. 3215. An act for the relief of Kim Chong
Koo;

5.3361. An act to facilitate the entry of
allen skilled specialists and certain relatives
of U.S. citizens, and for other purposes;

5.3451. An act to provide relief for resi-
dential occupants of unpatented mining
claims upon which valuable improvements
have been placed, and for other purposes;

S.3453. An act for the relief of Dr. Felix
Nabor Sabates;

S.3705. An act to amend the District of
Columbia Police and Firemen’s Salary Act of

"1058, as amended, to increase salaries, to
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adjust pay alinement, and for other pur-
poses; and

8.J. Res. 208. Joint resolution to establish
a Commission to develop and execute plans
for the celebration of the 150th anniversary
of the Battle of Lake Erie, and for other
purposes.

APPROVAL OF SENATE BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLL TIONS AFTER SINE
DIE ADJOURNMENT

The President of the United States,
subsequent to sine die adjournment of
the Senate, notified the Secretary of
the Senate that on the following dates
he had approved and signed the follow-
ing bills and joint resolutions:

On October 9, 1962:

8.455. An act to amend the act of July 14,
1955, relating to alr pollution eontrol, to au-
thorize appropriations for an additional 2-
year period, and for other purposes;

8. 1060. An act to authorlze the Secretary
of Interior to construct, operate, and main-
tain the Oroville-Tonasket unit of the Oka-
nogan-Similkameen division, Chief Joseph
Dam project, Washington, and for other pur-

poses;

5.3120. An act to amend section 6 of the
act of May 29, 1884;

8.3156. An act to amend section 142 of
title 28, United States Code, with regard to
furnishing court quarters and accommoda-
tions at places where regular terms of court
are authorized to be held, and for other pur-
poses;

5.8408. An act to establish in the Library
of Congress a library of musical scores and
other instructional materials to further edu-
cational, vocational, and cultural opportu-
nities in the field of music for blind persons;

8.3431. An act to consent to the amend-
ment of the Pacific Marine Fisheries Com-
pact and to the participation of certain
additional States in such compact in accord-
ance with the terms of such amendment;

S5.J. Res. 60. Joint resolution to establish
the sesquicentennial commission for the cel-
ebration of the Battle of New Orleans, to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
acquire certain property within Chalmette
National Historical Park, and for other pur-
poses;

5.J. Res. 211. Joint resolution providing
for the establishment of an annual National
School Lunch Week; and

B8.J. Res. 228, Joint resolution authorizing
the issuance of a gold medal to General of
the Army Douglas MacArthur.

On October 10, 1962:

S. 136. An act for the relief of Dinko
Dorcie;

8.453. An act for the relief of Robert J.
Scanlan;

B.689. An act for the relief of Karl Helnz

8.1552, An act to protect the public health

" by amending the Federal Food, Drug, and

Cosmetic Act to assure the safety, effective-
ness, and rellability of drugs, authorize
standardization of drug names, and clarify
and strengthen existing inspection authority,
and for other purposes;

S.1999. An act for the relief of Anna Marle
Erdelyi;

B.2667. An act for the relief of Sabastiana
Bantoro;

5. 2777. An act for the relief of Arild Erick-
sen Sandli;

8.2836. An act for the relief of Carmelo
Rafala;

S. 2002, An act for the relief of Sumiko
Takahashi;

8.2022. An act for the relief of Raymond
Chester Hendon;
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S.3089. An act to amend the act directing
the Secretary of the Interior to convey cer-
tain public lands in the State of Nevada to
the Colorado River Commission of Nevada
in order to extend for 5 years the time for
selecting such lands;

S.8275. An act for the relief of Anna
Sciamanna Misticoni;

8.8295. An act for the relief of Mathew
Lengyel (also known as Brother Paul, 8.V.D.);

S.3336. An act for the relief of Lazaro
Loyola Arinque, Jr.; and

5.3396. An act to amend section 511(h)
of the Merchant Marine Act, 1986, as
amended, in order to extend the time for
commitment of construction reserve funds.

On October 11, 1962:

S.1651. An act to authorize the Commis-
sioners of the Distriet of Columbia to dele-
gate the function of approving contracts not
exceeding $50,000;

5.2600, An act for the relief of Mona
MeclIsaac Downey;

8.2711. An act for the relief of Tasia De-
metropoulon (Dimitropoulos);

S. 2908, An act for the relief of Rosa Fu-
marola Balice;

S.2892. An act for the relief of Michel-
angelo Comito (Nati);

S.3152. An act to provide for the nutri-
tional enrichment and sanitary packaging of
rice prior to its distribution under certain
Federal programs, including the national
school lunch program;

S.3240. An act for the rellef of Mrs, Lee
Ma Chin-Ying;

8.3279. An act for the relief of Yet Gee
Moy (Tsze Woo Lai) and Mee Sen Moy (Sau
Ming Lai);

5.3452. An act for the relief of Dr. Hassan
M. Nouri; and

S.3600. An act for the relief of Chao Hua-
Hsin.
; On October 15, 1962:

S.320. An act to amend the provisions con-
tained in part II of the Interstate Commerce
Act concerning registration of State certifi-
cates whereby a common carrier by motor
vehicles may engage in interstate and foreign
commerce within a State;

5.507. An act to set aside certain lands
in Washington for Indians of the Quinault
Tribe;

S.914. An act to provide for more effective
administration of public assistance in the
District of Columbia, to make certain rela-
tives responsible for support of needy per-
sons, and for other purposes;

5.062. An act to amend the Federal Avia-
tion Act of 1958, as amended, to aid the Civil
Aeronautics Board in the investigation of
aircraft accidents, and for other purposes;

S.1263. An act for the relief of Marie Mar-
garet Arvanetes;

S.1288. An act to amend section 362(b) of
the Communications Act of 1934;

S.2454. An act to amend the Housing
Amendments of 1955 to make Indian tribes
eligible for Federal loans to finance public
works or facilities, and for other purposes;

S.2568. An act to amend the act of Sep-
tember 7, 1950, to extend the regulatory au-
thority of the Federal and State agencies
concerned under the terms of the Convention
for the Establishment of an Inter-American
Tropical Tuna Commission, signed at Wash-
ington May 31, 1949, and for other purposes;

5.2687. An act for the relief of Robert D.
Barbee;

5.2697. An act to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide an extension of the
period within which certain educational pro-
grams must be begun and completed in the
case of persons called to active duty during
the Berlin crisis, and for other purposes; -

S. 2753. An act for the relief of Duk Man
Lee and Soon Mal Lee;

S5.2928. An act for the relief of Seymour K,
Owens;
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S.2050. An act for the relief of Dwljendra
Eurmar Misra;

S.2053. An act relating to the tax-exempt
status of the pension plan of Local Union
No. 435 of the International Hod Carriers’
Building and Common Laborers’ Union of
America;

5.3085. An act for the relief of Paul Huy-
gelen and Luba A. Huygelen;

5.3177. An act for the relief of Michael
(Mike) Bessler;

5.3265. An act for the rellef of Despina
Anastos (Psyhopeda) ;

S.3267. An act for the relief of Gunter
Heinz Hillebrand;

5.3338. An act to incorporate the Ameri-
can Symphony Orchestra League;

S.3390. An act for the relief of Naife Eahl;

5.3504. An act to amend the Migratory
Bird Conservation Act;

S.3557. An act for the relief of Betty San-
dra Fagann;

S.3631. An act to amend title 13, United
States Code, to preserve the confidential na-
ture of copies of reports filed with the Bu-
reau of the Census on a confldential basis;

S.J. Res. 214. Joint resolution authorizing
the President of the United States to desig-
nate the period from November 26, 1962,
through December 2, 1962, as National Cul-
tural Center Week; and

S.J. Res. 235. Joint resolution to extend the
time during which loans for mass transpor-
tation facilities may be made under title II
of the Housing Amendments of 1955.

On October 16, 1962:

5.2795. An act to prohibit the use by col-
lecting agencies and private detective agen-
cise of any name, emblem, or insignia which
reasonably tends to convey the impression

-that any such agency is an agency of the

government of the District of Columbia.
On October 18, 1962:

5.1563. An act to authorize the convey-
ance of certain lands within the Clark Hill
Reservoir, Savannah River, Ga.-8.C., to the
Georgla-Carolina Council, Inc., Boy Scouts of
America, for recreation and camping pur-
poses;

8.1658. An act to amend the act of Jan-
uary 2, 1951, prohibiting the transportation
of gambling devices in interstate and foreign
commerce;

S5.2450. An act for the relief of Major C.
Todd, Jr., and the estate of Ira T. Todd, Sr.;

S.3451. An act for the relief of G. W. Todd
and the estate of Lloyd Parks;

5.3389. An act to amend the Merchant
Marine Act, 1936, to develop American-flag
carriers and promote the forelgn commerce
of the United States through the use of
mobile trade fairs;

S.3394. An act for the relief of Lt. Col.
William A. Carter, U.S. Air Force; and

5.3679. An act authorizing an appropria-
tion to enable the United States to extend an
invitation to the Food and Agriculture Or-
ganization of the United Nations to hold a
World Food Congress in the United States
in 1963.

On October 23, 1962:

5.1961. An act for the relief of 1st Lt.
Charles M. Cox, U.S. Army (retired);

S.2565. An act for the relief of Fong Yee
Hin;

5.3124. An act for the relief of Lt. Col.
Gustave M. Minton, Jr., U.S. Air Force;

8. 3215, An act for the relief of Kim Chong
Koo;

S.3451. An act to provide relief for resi-
dential occupants of unpatented mining
claims upon which valuable improvements
have been placed, and for other purposes;
and

5.34563. An act for the relief of Dr. Felix
Nabor Sabates.

On October 24, 1962:

S5.1447. An act to amend the District of

Columbia Teachers’ Salary Act of 1955, as

October 13

amended, and to provide for the adjustment
of annuities pald from the District of Co-
Iumbia teachers’ retirement and annuity
fund;

8.3361. An act to facllitate the entry of
alien skilled specialists and certain relatives
of U.S. citizens, and for other purposes;

S5.8705. An act to amend the District of
Columbia Police and Firemen's Salary Act
of 1958, as amended, to increase salaries, to
adjust pay alinement, and for other pur-
poses; and

8.J. Res. 208, Joint resolution to estab-
lish ‘& Commission to develop and execute
plans for the celebration of the 150th anni-
versary of the Battle of Lake Erie, and for
other purposes.

OCEANOGRAPHY PROGRAM—
POCKET VETO

The President of the United States
notified the Secretary of the Senate that
he had allowed the hill (S. 901) to pro-
vide for a comprehensive, long-range,
and coordinated national program in
oceanography, and for other purposes,
to expire at midnight of October 17, 1962,
without his approval.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Satvrpay, Ocroser 13, 1962

The House met at 12 o’clock noon,
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp,
D.D., offered the following prayer:

Ephesians 4: 3: Endeavor to keep the
unity of the spirit in the bond of peace.

God of infinite grace and goodness,
from whom ecometh our help and our
hope, Thou knowest how weak we are
in faith and how hesitatingly we often
enter upon a new day.

Gird us with a capacity to see all our
tasks in their right perspective and with
courage to discharge them faithfully and
without fear.

Grant that when we leave this Cham-
ber we may commend and commit one
another to Thy love and care, beseech-
ing Thee that the benediction of Thy
praise and peace may rest upon our Pres-
ident, our Speaker, our chosen Repre-
sentatives, and all who, in this 87th Con-
gress, have had the sacred privilege of
serving our beloved country.

May the Lord bless us and keep us;
may the Lord make His face to shine
upon us and be gracious unto us; may
the Lord lift upon us the light of His
countenance and give us peace.

Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

CIVIL FUNCTIONS APPROPRIATION
BILL, 1963

The SPEAKER. The unfinished busi-
ness is the vote on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr, CANNON].

Without objection, the Clerk will again
report the motion of the gentleman from
Missouri. _

There was no objection,
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